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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA; TUESDAY, APRIL 24, 1990; 


10:15 A.M. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 
having been first duly sworn, was 
examined and testified as follows: 

EXAMINATION 

BY MS. PLEVIN: 

Q Would you state your name for the record, 

please. 

A Gerald Armstrong. 

Q Where do you live, Mr. Armstrong? 

A In Oakland. 

Q Are you here pursuant to subpoena? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you happen to bring your copy? 

A No. 

Q I will find mine, and we will attach it 

as an exhibit. 

Mr. Armstrong, you have been deposed on a 
number of occasions before? 

A Yes. 

Q Would you like me to refresh your 

recollection regarding deposition procedure and the 
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normal admonitions? 


A No. 

Q Are you feeling comfortable today and 

healthy and capable of proceeding? 

A Yes. 

Q No reason you can think of that we cannot 

go forward? 


A No. 

Q Did you just come down, or did you have 

enough sleep last night? 

A Enough; it will do. 

Q Please let me know if at any time you feel 

that you need to take a break. 

A Thank you. 

Q Mr. Armstrong, did you used to be a 

Scientologist? 


MR. HELLER: Miss Plevin, if I could interrupt 

for a moment. I have somewhat of a problem with 
Mr. Armstrong not getting at least the basic 
admonitions and instructions of the deposition. 

If he were an attorney, I wouldn't have a 
problem with that. But I think under the circumstances 
it might be a good idea; particularly in view of the 
fact that Mr. Hertzberg and I will probably guestion 
him to some extent, I think perhaps you should give it 
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to him. 


MS. PLEVIN: That's fine. 

Q I have no problem with that, 

Mr. Armstrong, so let's go through the routine. You 
are aware that the court reporter is taking down 
everything that is being said in this room. 

You have been administered an oath under 
penalty of perjury. Your testimony, therefore, has the 
same force and effect as if it were given in a court of 
law. You are aware of that, aren't you? 

A Yes. 

Q You're aware that you will have an 

opportunity to review the transcript the court reporter 
is currently making once this deposition is concluded? 

A Yes. In fact, if we could make 

arrangements at this time for what's going to be done, 
it would be helpful. Once you obtain a copy, will you 
send it to me for review? 

Q Certainly. Or you can get the original 

and send it back. We can stipulate to that at the 
end . 

But you will have an opportunity to review 
the entire thing -- 

A Okay. 

Q — and make such changes as you feel are 
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necessary and appropriate. 


A I just don't want to have to travel to 

somebody's office and sit in somebody's office. 

Q I think we can arrange to avoid that by 

stipulation. 


You are aware, though, that if you make 
any substantive changes in your testimony that that 
might be commented on in any proceedings in this 
matter, and it could reflect upon your credibility? 

A Yes. 

Q I think you are aware of the necessity to 

speak up and to use words rather than uh-huhs and 
gestures so that the record is clear. 

A Yes. 

Q And the need to speak one at a time and 

so forth? 


A Yes. 

Q Do you have any questions about this 

procedure? 


A No. 

Q At some time, Mr. Armstrong, were you a 

Scientologist? 

A Yes . 

Q Could you tell us in what years. 

A Perhaps I can give you the years that I 
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was associated with the organization rather than 
getting into the term of what is and what isn't a 
Scientologist. 

Q That's fine. I could change it if you 

would like to put that in the context of what years you 
were associated with the Church of Scientology. 

A I first became involved with Scientology 

in 1969, and I am still involved with Scientology, but 
as what you would consider an adverse party; so, I 
actually left the organization as far as working within 
the organization in December 1981. 

Q We need to establish a little bit the 

sequence of your positions and experience within 
Scientology in order to set the foundation for some of 
the testimony. I would appreciate it if we could go 
chronologically through that. 

A Okay. In 1969 and 1970 I was connected 

to^^Scientology Little Mountain, which was a franchise 
in Vancouver, British Columbia. 

The beginning of 1971 I joined the 
Sea Organization in Los Angeles at USLO. I stayed on 
a station ship, the Bolivar, for a few days; and then 
I was flown to the Apollo, where I stayed on board 
except for brief missions, until 1975. 

On the Apollo I was throughout most of 
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that period, I was the ship's driver, driver of the car 
that we had on board. Then I was ship's 
representative, which was essentially the legal 
officer, and I held the public relations post, and then 
became the intelligence officer aboard the ship. 

After 1975 I was stationed at Daytona 
Beach in Florida first of all in the Intelligence 
Bureau in the Guardian's Office, and then I transferred 
to Dunedin where I was the deputy external 
communications aide. 

Then from July 1st, 1976, through 
December 1st, 1977, I was in the RPF in Clearwater. 


Q 


Would you state for the record what RPF 


is, please. 

A It's the Rehabilitation Project Force. 

Q Please continue. 

A There were a couple of little things that 

I did, but then I transferred to property in La Quinta 

Q La Quinta, California? 

A Right. 

And worked mainly on movies through the 

next year. But at some time in, I believe, the fall 
of that year, I was again assigned to the RPF, and I 
spent about eight months in the RPF that time. 

And then I was posted to the LRH 
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renovations unit, and then I became the RISK renovations 
in charge; and then I began the biography archives 
project that was to assemble the archival materials of 
L. Ron Hubbard and to do research in connection with 
publication of the biography. 

Q And is that the position you were in at 

the time you ceased having any active function within 
the organization? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you rejoin the organization in terms 

of active status at any time after that? 

A No. 

Q Do you recall the date of your last, what 

you consider your last active role in the organization? 

A I believe it's December 12th, *81. 

Q For purposes of this deposition, I would 

like to have a clear understanding of how you are using 

the term "organization." Would you please explain 
that, please. What does it embrace in your mind? 

A Well, Scientology is one big 

organization. It is run from the top down. And when 
I speak of the organization, I am referring to 
essentially the whole of the organization, because it 
acts as one unit. 

MR. HELLER: Move to strike, preserve for trial 
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based on the lack of foundation. 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: We will return to that 

subject matter so that you can fill in the gaps. 

A And the organization in my mind means more 

specifically, because it acts in that way, is that 
group of individuals who are making the decisions and 
whose orders are carried out by the rest of the 
organization. 

Q In light of Mr. Heller's comment, this is 

your use of the term "organization"? 

A Yes. I could define it more specifically, 

but it's understood. To me, the organization acts as 
one organization. 

Q During your participation within the 

organization in these various positions, did you 
undertake courses and studies that are authored by 
Scientology? 

MR. HELLER: Object as to relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Could you identify those 

for us, please. 

A I had all the basic auditing all the way 

up through OT-3, so that's that. And I audited all the 
way up through the grade 4 processes, so I trained on 
those processes. I studied ethics courses, and I 
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studied seamanship courses, and I studied drivers 
courses, and I studied ship's rep hat and the 
Intelligence Bureau hat. 

Q Did you ever study the organization 

executive course? 

A Yes. I never did the whole OEC course. 

I had the volumes, and I studied parts of it as they 
applied to my job and as ordered. 

Q To clarify for the record, when you use 

the phrase "ship's representative hat," how is the word 
"hat" used in that context? 

A In that sense it's like a training manual. 

Q When you use the phrase that you were 

trained and audited through grade 4 processes, could 
you clarify that. 

A Audited through OT-3, and I audited 

A 

but I audited others through the processes up to what 
was then grade 4. I don't know what they call it 
anymore. 


Q Let me clarify: That latter statement 

means that you were trained to do auditing through 
grade 4 processes; is that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q What does "auditing" mean for the record, 

please? 
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A Auditing is the application of Scientology 

processes to an individual with the intention of 
achieving a specific goal ^i-rT^phenomenon . It's the 

A 

asking of a question and getting an answer; giving a 
command, getting the command carried out. 

Q What was your role as legal officer on the 

ship? What did that include? 

A I had control and responsibility for a 

number of legal areas and documents, people's 
passports, seaman's books, ship's legal papers. 

I cleared the ship in and out of port. I 
dealt with police, immigration, customs, ship's agent, 
chandler, arranged services for the vessel, dealt with 
the harbormaster and legal authorities. 

Q How long were you in that position, 

specifically while you were on the Apollo; do you 
recall? 

A I think about two years, two and a half 

years; two years, good enough. 

Q Again while on the ship, what was the 

function of an intelligence officer? 

A I suppose the same as an intelligence 

officer anywhere; to carry out the intelligence 
requirements of the people who ran the organization. 

In the role on board the ship, it was 
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pretty much for the most part a data-gathering 
position; but it dealt with, in my position it dealt 
with both internal security, external security, and the 
formulation of strategies based on intelligence 
gathering. 

Q Data gathering for internal security was 

gathering information about what people on the ship 
were doing? 

MR. HELLER: Objection as to relevance. We are 

in the period of the late 1970s now, mid 1970s, dealing 
with a ship that Mr. Corydon was never on and was never 
mentioned in the complaint. 

MR. HERTZBERG: It predates the first act as 

mentioned in the complaint and is moving towards 
leading questions here. I am going to object to the 
form of that question. 

THE DEPONENT: Internal security dealt with 

either threats or potential threats represented by 
individuals within the organization on board the ship. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: In your role as 

intelligence officer on the ship, prior to assuming 
that role did you do a study or a hat for that 
position? 

MR. HELLER: Same objection. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I am going to have a continuing 
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objection to any further questions about the ship. The 


witness has testified — if I have made my notes 
accurately -- that the various acts on the ship were in 
1975. It's my understanding that the first act charged 
in the complaint in this case begins in 1978. 

I have yet to hear the plaintiff's name 
mentioned in any of this testimony, and I am going to 
have a continuing objection on the relevance of further 
ship testimony under the circumstances. 

MS. PLEVIN: That's fine; your objection is 

noted. 


It is perfectly appropriate to obtain the 
background of a witness in order to establish the basis 
of his further testimony, and on that basis I will 
proceed. 

THE DEPONENT: I would also say that I have 

written many many pages on this subject detailing my 
history, and we could shortcut it. I would say that 
everything that I have written is true, and you can use 
it as you want without -- for my background, it pretty 
well establishes my background in this whole thing; and 
rather than having to go over it again, it would just 
shortcut it. 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: That's a useful 

suggestion, Mr. Armstrong, and I do intend to ask you 
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to authenticate a variety of declarations which you 
have previously prepared and submitted in other 
litigation. 

MR. HELLER: Hopefully it's relevant to this 

1itigation. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: At this time, however, a 

few minutes devoted to further clarifying your 
experience will not be inappropriate. 

A Fine. 

Q Was there an answer to the question of 

whether or not there was a specific study hat for the 
intelligence officer position on the ship? 

A Yes, there was. 

Q There was a specific study? 

A Correct. 

Q And for the position of legal officer, was 

there a specific study? 

A Yes. 

Q Subsequent to 1975 you stated previously 

that you were assigned to the Intelligence Bureau of 
the Guardian's Office; is that correct? 

A In the fall of 1975. 

Q Did you undertake any study hat for that 

position? 

A There was something which I studied at 
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that time. I had already had the one hat while on 
board the ship being the intelligence officer post. 

But currently I don't recall what it was I was studying 
at that time, but that was in 1975 in the Guardian's 
Office. 

Q I am showing the witness materials in four 

manila folders. The first one of which says on the 
first page, "Information Full Hat, Confidential Pack 1 
of 3 . " 

I would like you to take a look at those 
documents and tell me if you can, without taking a 
close look at every single page, have you seen these 
materials before? Whether you have studied them in 
detail or not. 

MR. HERTZBERG: First of all, do you have copies 

for us? 


MS. PLEVIN: Nope. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Secondly, we are going to object 

to this exercise if he doesn't look at each page. It's 
worthless for him to purportedly authenticate 
something. 

MS. PLEVIN: I am not at this moment asking him 

to authenticate it. 

MR. HELLER: Will you read back the question, 

Miss Reporter. 
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(Pending question read by the 

deposition officer.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: I don't see how he can answer 

the question as it's posed. I also want to know 
whether you have copies for counsel to look at. 

MR. HELLER: Are we going to attach these as an 

exhibit to the deposition? 

MS. PLEVIN: All of that will depend on 

Mr. Armstrong's response. 

MR. HELLER: I am also going to object based on 

relevance; but I grant you my objection is probably 
conjectural at this stage, because I don't know what 
he is looking at. 

For the record, Miss Plevin has produced 
four file folders, three of which are probably about a 
half inch to an inch thick, and one of which has a 
dozen or so pages; looking at a distance, it appears 
to me a dozen or so pages in it. Mr. Armstrong has 
spent about 30 to 45 seconds on the first two. 

THE DEPONENT: These three volumes and the 

checksheet appear to be, at a quick glance, that I gave 
them the B-l Full Hat, which was in the port captain's 
office in 1975. That is the first time that I saw that 
hat. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: In the port captain's 
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office in 1975? 


A Correct. 

Q At any time after seeing a group of 

documents which you have now identified as being the 
B—1 Full Hat, did you have occasion to study them in 
any detail? 

A Yes. And when you say "them," I noted 

some of these documents which were very clear in my 
mind and some of them which were not so clear in my 
mind, and that's my current recollection of my study 
of the B-l materials. Some of them I studied in 
detail, and some of them I did not, for this group of 
materials. 

Q You mean the -- 

A The B-l Full Hat. 

Q The B-l Full Hat and the checksheet? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have a clear recollection of having 

proceeded through the checksheet as a guide to studying 
the Full Hat? 

A No. 

Q Did you do any of the materials on the 

checksheet? 


A Yes, I did a lot of them. 

Q I will give you a copy of the checksheet. 
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MR. HERTZBERG: If you are going to ask the 


witness questions based on a document he has in front 
of him, I am going to need to look at the document 
before he answers each question; so if you want to make 
a copy of it now, you might as well. 

MR. HELLER: I second that. 

Also, your explanation for the relevancy 
of the questions up until this point was that you were 
laying -- I assume, although you didn't say it -- 
laying some form of a foundation given the deponent's 
experience within Scientology. 

Now you are going to have him going very 
specifically through the document, which he himself 
testifies he looked at and studied in 1975, predating 
this complaint by at least some three years or any act 
in this complaint while on the ship. I assume 
referring to the ship Apollo. 

So, again, we are getting into wasting 
time in this deposition on matters that are not 
relevant to this complaint, as we have in past 
depositions. 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Heller, I am going to state for 

the record that these references to events or knowledge 
or circumstances that took place prior to the matters 
referred to in the complaint are in my view in extreme 
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bad faith. As you well know, establishing background 
to the complaint, to the witness' testimony, is not 
limited to the period of time in the complaint. That 
is something that I find, as I said before, in bad 
faith. 

I will, as I see fit and necessary to 
establish Mr. Armstrong's background and ability to 
answer a variety of questions in this deposition, ask 
him questions that may have occurred prior to the first 
event of the complaint. 

On the other hand, if you really want to 
claim that the period of time in the complaint is 
relevant, the complaint and cross-complaint both refer 
back to Mr. Corydon's earliest days in Scientology, 
which go back to 1961 or '62; so I think your objection 
on both grounds is not well taken. 

MR. HELLER: And the acts in the complaint or 

cross-complaint, other than the statement perhaps that 
Mr. Corydon got into Scientology in '61 or '62, that 
relate at least as to these defendants that relate to 
that time period. 

I can't prevent you from asking the 
question, but I am going to make my objection, and the 
objection is on the record. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me add something as far as 
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my representation is concerned. I should be deemed to 
have joined in any objection Mr. Heller makes unless I 
specifically state otherwise. I want the record to be 
clear on that. 

I was also wondering, Miss Plevin, since 
I am also disturbed about where we are going in terms 
of relevance, whether you are maintaining that 
Mr. Armstrong committed any acts against the plaintiff 
in this case based on anything that you are examining 
him on now? Because it seems to me that is the only 
way that you could tie these documents into something 
that is proper subject of the inquiry here. 

MR. HELLER: I hadn't thought of that. If 

that's the case, maybe we do have a proof of relevance. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

MS. PLEVIN: While we are waiting for those 

documents to come back, let's go back on the record. 

Q Mr. Armstrong, you referred previously to 

being involved in a biography archives project to 
assemble the archival materials of L. Ron Hubbard; is 
that right? 

A Correct. 

Q Can you tell us approximately when you 

commenced that project. 

A The beginning of 1980. 
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Q What was the purpose of that project? If 

you could elaborate on your prior statement. 

A One was to assemble the archival and 

biographic materials, which I did; and one was to 
provide them to a biographer for the creation and 
publication of biography, which I also did. 

Q Where did you obtain the materials which 

you are referring to as the archival material? 

A They came throughout the two years that I 

worked on the project from a variety of sources, but I 
could list those if you would like. 

Q Would you, please. 

A The original materials and the bulk of 

them came from L. Ron Hubbard's storage. There was 
materials that he had stored. 

Q Where were they stored? 

A The initial cache of them was found in an 

old hotel called Del Sol on the Gilman Hotsprings 
property. And then other quantities of materials came 
from St. Hill Manner in East Grinstead in England; from 
the controller archives, which was then in Los Angeles; 
from individual collectors, I purchased two or three 
collections or parts of collections during that time. 

Q With regard to the materials that you 

found in the Hotel Del Sol on the Gilman Hotsprings 
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property, during your work on this project or at any 
subsequent time did you have occasion to find out how 
those materials got to that location? 

MR. HELLER: Object on relevancy. I don't even 

remotely see how this is relevant in the case. You 
would certainly have to do a foundationary background. 
It's beyond me. 

MS. PLEVIN: If you are willing to stipulate 

that any documents that Mr. Armstrong put together from 
these various sources were, in fact, collected by, 
except as otherwise noted, Mr. Hubbard, then I will 
accept that stipulation. 

MR. HELLER: Whatever documents he put together 

for the biography is not relevant to this lawsuit. It 
has nothing to do with injuries which have occurred to 
Mr. Corydon. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let's say we stipulate, where 

does that take us? 

MS. PLEVIN: Are we stipulating? 

MR. HERTZBERG: No. I can't stipulate, but I 

want to know where that would take us. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let's go off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: Back on the record. 

While we were off the record at 
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Miss Plevin's request, Miss Plevin gave us a purported 
relevance proffer which baffles me utterly; but since 
she doesn't want it on the record, I guess we would 
waste time if we put it on the record. 

At this time I request the court reporter 
to read back the proposed stipulation that Miss Plevin 
was seeking. 

(Record read.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's not something within our 

purview that we can stipulate to. I am surprised if 
it's something that the witness could testify to. 

MS. PLEVIN: Before that specific interruption, 

before we go back to the Full Hat checksheet. 

Miss Reporter, would you tell us exactly where we 
were. Was there a question pending? Or give me the 
last answer. 

(Pending question read by the 

deposition officer.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: While you were working on 

this project, did you have any information or find any 
information that would establish how the documents that 
were in the Hotel Del Sol got there? Who stored them 
there? 

A I cannot say specifically who moved those 

specific boxes. I was involved in the move from the 
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La Quinta property, and I was there when the materials 
were moved into Del Sol. 


Q So the materials in Del Sol came from the 

La Quinta property? 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's not his testimony. You 

are leading him, and that wasn't his testimony. I 
object to the form of the question. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Is it your testimony that 

the materials at the Hotel Del Sol came from the 
La Quinta property? 

A Yes, they did. 

Q And you were at the La Quinta property 

when they were transferred to the Hotel Del Sol? 

A No. I was at the La Quinta property prior 

to that. Those materials — although I can't talk 
about specific documents or specific boxes at this 
time -- but L. Ron Hubbard's material, his storage was 
on the La Quinta property in two main locations: One 

was in buildings called the stables, and one was in a 
warehouse. The document boxes were in the stables. 

Q While you were at the La Quinta property, 

did you know that these materials were there? 

A I did not know. I knew that there was 

boxes of that type of material, but I did not know the 
contents at that time. I only discovered something 
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about the contents at the beginning of 1980. 

Q How did it come to your attention that the 

boxes at La Quinta were L. Ron Hubbard's materials? 

MR. HERTZBERG: There is no foundation for 

that. 

MR. HELLER: Lack of foundation. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Was it your testimony, 

Mr. Armstrong, that the boxes at La Quinta that you 
were aware of that were there although you didn't know 
the exact contents thereof, were materials belonging 
to L. Ron Hubbard? 

MR. HELLER: I am going to object as leading. 

He never gave any such testimony; so, again, lack of 
foundation. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: You can answer. 

MR. HELLER: The question started with, "Was 

that your testimony?" 

THE DEPONENT: When I can positively identify 

all of those specific materials as L. Ron Hubbard's is 
when they became my responsibility, which was at the 
Gilman Hotsprings property. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: What occurred so that you 

were able at that time to identify the materials as 
L. Ron Hubbard's? 

MR. HELLER: Interjecting an objection for lack 
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of foundation again. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Do you recall the 

question? 

A I can answer so that everyone understands. 

MR. HELLER: I am going to object if the 

deponent doesn't answer a specific question asked. 

THE DEPONENT: My position at that time of that 

discovery was the household unit in charge at the 
Gilman property. I had underneath me a girl in a 
position called the LRH gear in charge. She was 
responsible for and it was widely known, and I 
certainly knew as her supervisor, that the LRH gear in 
charge was responsible for the LRH gear. 

And I knew, as virtually everyone knew who 
had any connection with the Del Sol building, that the 
whole top floor was L. Ron Hubbard's gear, and that 
that was the area where Brenda Black, the LRH gear in 
charge, looked after storing inventory and taking care 
of his stuff. If he needed something, he sent for her. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Those materials were 

transferred at some point to the Hotel Del Sol? 

A They were in the Hotel Del Sol on the 

Gilman Hotsprings property. They were transferred by 
me initially to the LRH PR Bureau on the Gilman 
property and then to Los Angeles, where I established 
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the archives. 


Q But they were originally at La Quinta? 

A You get into a whole -- they go back. 

Q I am not talking about who created the 

documents. I am saying as far as your knowledge of 
them, as I believe you said on the top floor and that 
they were known to be LRH's gear, were these at some 
point transferred to the Hotel Del Sol or not? 

A They came from La Quinta to the Hotel 

Del Sol; from the Hotel Del Sol to the PR Bureau; from 
the PR Bureau to the complex in Los Angeles. 

Q At what point during these sequence of 

transfers did they come under your control or within 
your bailiwick as archivist? 

MR. HELLER: I am going to object as vague and 

ambiguous. 

THE DEPONENT: They came under my control, 

direct control, at the beginning of 1980 at the time 
that I secured them and petitioned L. Ron Hubbard to 
do that. 

They were under my broad organizational 
responsibility prior to that in that my junior, Brenda 
Black, then had direct control of them. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Were the materials that 

you mentioned before from St. Hill Manor transferred 
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to your control as part of this project? 


A Yes. 

Q Do you have any knowledge as to whether 

they were stored at St. Hill Manor as Hubbard gear? 


A 

They weren't called Hubbard gear, because 

there we 

are talking about just documents. They were. 

however, 

his materials under the control of the LRH 

personal 

secretary. 


MR. HERTZBERG: I am going to move to strike 

that as nonresponsive. The question was very specific, 
and I think called for specific knowledge on the part 
of the witness, and I believe his answer was completely 
nonresponsive to that question. 

MR. HELLER: I will join. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Who transferred the 

materials from St. Hill? 


A 

I did . 

Q 

Who authorized you to take the materials 

from St. 

Hill? 

A 

The approval for the project to go to 

St. Hill 

and do that, I can't tell you the specific 

terminal 

individual within the organization, but it was 

approved 

within the CMO hierarchy. 

Q 

"CMO" is? 

A 

Commodore's Messenger Organization. 
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There is a document somewhere in some case 


of proposal that I prepared in order to do that as part 
of the project. At the same time I met with Omar 
Garrison over there, so it was done in conjunction with 
that action. 

Q The Commodore's Messenger Organization, 

what was it's function at the time that this CMO 
terminal authorized you to obtain those documents? 

MR. HELLER: Object as to relevance. We are 

again back in, I guess, talking about 1978, '79, or 

'80, and it doesn't relate to any of the issues in this 
complaint. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: You can answer the 

question. 

A Their mission was to carry out the orders 

and enforce the orders of L. Ron Hubbard. 

Q And I think you said another major source 

of the documents were the controller archives? 

A Correct. 

Q And with respect to the controller 

archives, do you have any knowledge as to how they were 
compiled prior to them being put together by you as 
part of the archives project? 

A The controller archives were at that time 

under the control of Tom Vorm, and he and I 
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communicated when I moved my archives to Los Angeles. 
He was also in the Los Angeles complex in a separate 
building but fairly close to where I was. 


I advised him that I had some Hubbard 
original technical writings which were not biographical 
materials and, which~\^o^ properly belonged in the 


\ 


archives which he 




And he had materials which were 


not technical writings and belonged with me. So 
through that period of time, in 1980, '81, we 

transferred various materials which he had. I got the 
biographical materials; he got the technical materials. 

Q Did he ever establish how he obtained or 

how the controller archives obtained the biographical 
materials? 


A We talked about the route that these 

documents had taken. They came by various sources or 
various routes. I can't tell you about the specific 
documents that I obtained from him. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Just so the record is clear, 

"him" being Tom Vorm; right? 

THE DEPONENT: Right. 

I hope I am answering your question there 
right, because it is a little confusing exactly what 
you wanted about the source of Tom Vorm's materials or 
the route that they came. 
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Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Was there any other 

discussions or communications at any time with any one 
that confirmed to you that the controller archives 
materials that you obtained through Tom Vorm were 
materials of or belonging to L. Ron Hubbard? 

A Yes. They were in many cases his 

handwritten materials; so, yes, they were obviously 


his . 


MR . 

HELLER: Move to strike as nonresponsive. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: How are you familiar with 


L. Ron Hubbard's handwriting? 


A 

Quite. 

Q 

How? How does that happen? 

A 

I have read thousands and thousands of 


pages of it. 


Q 

From the archive materials? 

A 

From all sorts of sources. 

Q 

Were any of those signed by L. Ron 


Hubbard? 


A 

Yes . 

Q 

Did you ever see him sign his signature? 

A 

I saw other people sign it. 

Yes, many times. That was an answer to 


the question had I ever seen L. Ron Hubbard sign 
something. Yes. 
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Q Turning to the document you have before 

you, which we will mark as Plaintiff's 1 for the 
purposes of this deposition. 

For the record again, the front page says, 
"Information Full Hat." Then there is an insignia 
which says, "United States Guardian Office," and then 
down at the bottom, "Confidential, Pack 1 of 3, Hat 
No." It is also marked with a government exhibit stamp 
"236," and a stamp that says, "United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia, A True Copy, James 
F. Davey, Clerk, By Margaret L. Napier." 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 was marked 
for identification by the deposition 
officer and is attached hereto.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, would you 

please take a look at the document in front of you -- 
for further identification it is 21 pages, including 
the cover page -- and tell us which materials you 
reviewed and studied as part of the B-l training. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me make an objection before 

he answers the first question. There has been no 
testimony as to the origin of this document. 

In the event that it turns out to be one 
of the so-called seize documents that were obtained 
from the unsealing of files by U.S. District Court 
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Judge Charles Richey in Washington, D.C., I am going 
to make an objection on the grounds that that unsealing 
was determined later by the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia, the Federal 
Appeals Court there, to have been an erroneous 
unsealing which should not have been made. 

The files were resealed, and in response 
to a motion made subsequent to that reported decision, 
the Court of Appeals stated that whether any of the 
river of copies which were the fruits of the erroneous 
unsealing could be used in any subsequent civil 
litigation was an open issue to be determined by trial 
courts having jurisdiction over those respective 
cases. And on those grounds, I am going to object on 
relevance. 

MR. HELLER: I will join in the objection and 

also object on relevance. Whatever training this 
deponent had, unless again you are maintaining that 
this deponent was involved in some allegedly wrongful 
acts or acts dealing with this plaintiff, is not 
relevant to this litigation. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, do you have 

the question in mind? 

MR. HELLER: I note for the record also that 

there has been no proffer of any type of relevance as 
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to what training this deponent has gone through. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. Let me say regarding 

that — 

MR. HELLER: I also object to the deponent 

answering and volunteering information when specific 
questions are asked. 

THE DEPONENT: I know you object to it; and in 

so doing, I hope to clarify and keep the record clear 
and sensible rather than stupid. 

Let me say about this that in terms of 
going over line by line by line, it is considerably 
easier for me to go through the document. Some of them 
I can easily say, "Oh, yes, that, that, and that I 
recognize. I have done this, and I have done this." 

I can pick out of the Full Hat those 
documents that I am very familiar with, but as far as 
going down here and saying this one, this one, this 
one, it's been -- You know what I mean? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: I understand that, 

Mr. Armstrong, and -- 

A But I recognize this hat, if that's the 

question. 

Q Let's deal with these items one at a 

time. You recognize this checksheet as the B-l 
training or the Guardian Office training checksheet? 
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A Yes . 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance, lack of 

foundation. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: I will note for the record 

that I agree with you very much, Mr. Armstrong. It 
would be a lot easier and more efficent for us to be 
able to have you take the time to go through each and 
every one of the documents in the approximately four or 
five inches of documents which constitute this training 
hat; and your having then identified them, we could 
then append those to this deposition, ask pertinent 
questions if necessary, and so forth. 

However, as all counsel here are aware 
and, of course, you are aware, and I am aware -- which 
is why this has not happened previously — you are 
subject to a settlement agreement which prevents you 
from doing anything that would assist an adverse party 
to Scientology and/or testifying except for 
deposition. Therefore, we have not been able to obtain 
your cooperation outside of the deposition room to do 
that which, of course, would be convenient for 
everyone. 

And in the event that you would be willing 
to take a look at the items document by document so 
that we could, therefore, avoid objections to 
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authenticating the whole thing en masse and 
authenticating only those which you are aware of, I 
would ask you to do that if you would be willing to and 
if you did not feel that it would breach your 
contractural duties. 

And to the extent that counsel for the 
defendants do not wish you to do that or claim or would 
interpose their concern that it might breach your 
contract to do that outside of the deposition room, 
then the inefficiency that is caused is caused by their 
refusal to permit you to do that. 

A Let me answer -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: Before he answers, I want to 

make a statement. I am going to respond to 
counsel's — I don't know how to characterize the 
statement she just made. I guess it wasn't a 
question. She called it a statement for the record. 

Now I am going to respond to it. 

For starters, I do not accept your 
characterization, Miss Plevin, insofar as you are 
referring to counsel here for the defendants in general 
of what you think I am aware of. I dispute what you 
stated for the record that I was aware of, your 
characterization of that. I think it will not be 
useful in terms of the efficiency here or clarity of 
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record or fundamental fairness for you to speculate 
further in the course of any remarks that you make on 
this record as to what you think I am aware of or not 
aware of. That's the first point. 

Secondly, I have not taken any position 
as to what can be done in this room or can't be done 
out of the room. I don't know what you are referring 
to, and I am completely baffled. 

My second point is I can't even begin to 
respond to what you are claiming should be done to 
expedite this or should not be done to expedite this, 
because I don't have the faintest idea what you are 
referring to. 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Hertzberg, if that is stated 

in good faith, then let's clarify for the record. We 
could have Mr. Armstrong and I do intend to have 
Mr. Armstrong at the appropriate point authenticate a 
copy of the settlement agreement which I have 
referenced, and I have put into evidence in this 
litigation the transcript of proceedings with respect 
to that settlement agreement in which both you and 
Mr. Heller appear on the record regarding the 
settlement agreement. 

You are not denying, are you, that 
Mr. Armstrong, pursuant to the settlement agreement, 
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is prevented from cooperating with parties adverse to 
Scientology? 

MR. HERTZBERG: I am not going to be deposed by 

you. Miss Plevin; so I am not responding to that kind 
of question. 

MS. PLEVIN: Fine. 

MR. HERTZBERG: If you want to ask questions, 
ask them. It seems to me that we are going to be 
wasting time and we are going to lead to unfruitful 
situations if you start raising questions about what 
you think I know or some other lawyer knows about what 
can or can't be done. I have said nothing about that. 

I am here to make proper objections at 
this deposition if the need arises. I have not 
objected on any grounds up to now except as to form and 
relevance, and I am ready to proceed. 

MS. PLEVIN: I am suggesting that an efficiency 

could be obtained if Mr. Armstrong would be willing to 
do that outside of the room here. 

THE DEPONENT: Then let me say that it would be 

helpful to me if you could provide me with this and 

with the other documents. I know that there is such a 
mass of them there it will take a while to copy, but 
it would be very helpful to me, and I would be willing 
to go through. It's not an immediate or simple or very 
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quick — 

MR. HELLER: What do you want Mr. Armstrong to 

do? Do you want him to go through the documents and 
say whether he has studied them or not? Is that what 
you are asking him to do? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Would you be willing, 

Mr. Armstrong, to review those documents at some time 
other than during these proceedings today so that we 
can save the time of your actually manipulating those 
documents and reviewing them while we are sitting here? 

A Yes. 

Q Then we can do that prior to proceeding 

tomorrow. I will make them available to you, and 

hopefully you can get through them. If you can't get 
through them, we will deal with them at that time. 

MR. HELLER: You will make them available to us 

too, I hope, right? 

MS. PLEVIN: With respect to anything that he 

identifies, we will certainly make those available. 

MR. HELLER: We have a right to have documents 

that the deponent is reviewing when you are putting 
them in front of him. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me make something clear. 

There is going to be extensive cross-examination on 
this witness when you are finished with your direct 
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examination you are conducting now. You are going into 
all kinds of areas, and we are going to have to be able 
to cross-examine him. 

If you think that it saves time for him 
to look at these outside this deposition, certainly you 
are going to have to provide them to us so that we can 
save time. Otherwise, you are going to get answers 
from the witness, and then we are going to have to 
cross-examine him, and we are in turn going to have to 
sit and meticulously look through the documents which 
you have not seen fit to copy up to now; so, I don't 
see how we are going to save time. 

MS. PLEVIN: We can deal with that by 

stipulation off the record at an appropriate break. I 
don't see any reason to take up more time during the 
deposition. 

MR. HERTZBERG: The only way we can deal with 

it -- Let me be clear on what my position is. I don't 
know what stipulation you have in mind, but my position 
is the only way you can deal with it is if you furnish 
me all the documents that Mr. Armstrong is going to be 
looking at, because I am not going to start 
cross-examining him or deciding not to cross-examine 
him on any particular question until I have had an 
opportunity to review the documents in the same fashion 
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Mr. Armstrong has; that should be clear. 


MR. HELLER: Other than that, I don't see the 

relevance of it to begin with. I am going to object 
because we have a right to see any documents that you 
are showing the deponent during the course of this 
deposition. 

I also would like to take a very brief 


break. 


(Recess taken.) 

MR. HELLER: Before your next question, I 

conferred with Mr. Hertzberg off the record, and 
Mr. Hertzberg and I had a certain disagreement. 

I feel, particularly in view of not having 
copies, that any review of documents by Mr. Armstrong 
should take place within the deposition room so we know 
what documents he is going through. Mr. Hertzberg said 
that perhaps if we had copies it would be proper the 
other way. 

MR. HERTZBERG: At this point I think it's too 

confusing, and I think maybe in the end it would 
expedite things if you ask the questions that you are 
going to ask now. 

MS. PLEVIN: I am having an extra set of those 

made. You will have it before the end of the day. 

MR. HELLER: So what's your procedure, then? 
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MS. PLEVIN: In order to get through this 

effectively, Mr. Armstrong has indicated a willingness 
to take a look at those and identify the ones that he 
can identify; and then when we return next session of 
this deposition, you will have a chance to look at all 
of the documents. Without his spending time going 
through them item by item here, he can then identify 
the ones that he recalls. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Where did you propose that this 

would take place? 

MS. PLEVIN: That's up to Mr. Armstrong. 

MR. HERTZBERG: You mean you are saying that you 

are going to give these to him to take out of the 
room? 

MR. HELLER: Like take home with him tonight or 

wherever he is going tonight? 

MS. PLEVIN: Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's what you are proposing? 

MS. PLEVIN: That's what I am proposing. 

MR. HELLER: Are these documents which were 

documents supplied by Mr. Armstrong initially prior to 
this deposition? 

MS. PLEVIN: These documents are the Guardian 

Full Hat which you had a moment ago and looked at. 

MR. HELLER: But how did Mr. Corydon or you come 
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into possession of them? 

MS. PLEVIN: I am not going to answer that 

question. I am not going to have this huge 
digression. We are going to go on with the deposition. 

MR. HELLER: Well, I am going to object to him 

taking them out of this room to look at them if, 
indeed, they are documents that were supplied by 

Mr. Armstrong. If for no other reason, Mr. Armstrong 
signed an affidavit, I believe, saying that he was 
turning over all documents and copies thereof. 

MS. PLEVIN: You are raising tremendously 

irrelevant issues, Mr. Heller. They were not provided 
by Mr. Armstrong. 

MR. HELLER: Some of them are under seal, and 

some of them were returned pursuant to stipulation; so 

I think we have the right to know where these documents 
came from. 

MS. PLEVIN: If you want to pursue that, we will 

pursue that in another form at another time. We are 
going to go through the deposition now. 

MR. HELLER: I'm going to pursue it with 

Mr. Corydon in his deposition. 

The other point — I want to make one more 
objection for the record. Mr. Armstrong is not 
supposed to have documents such as this or any other 
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documents relating to Scientology in his possession 
pursuant to his settlement agreement that he signed 
with various Scientology entities and unrelated 
entities such as my client. So even by letting him 
take it out in his possession at this point, I think 
it may violate the settlement agreement, depending on 
the content of the documents. 

THE DEPONENT: I disagree on that point, so I 

think that you are perfectly -- I'm at liberty for you 
to give me those, and it would be of great assistance 
to me . 

MR. HELLER: You are not represented by counsel 

today, are you, Mr. Armstrong? 

THE DEPONENT: Correct. 

MR. HELLER: So you are making that statement 

based on your understanding and legal interpretation 
of the settlement agreement? 

THE DEPONENT: Well, more of the reality of the 

situation. 

MR. HELLER: As opposed to not based on 

consultation with any counsel or Ms. Plevin who told 
you that it was legal to do so? 

THE DEPONENT: Not on this specific point, but 

I think that it is logical. 

MS. PLEVIN: You don't have to answer questions 
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and engage in colloquy with Mr. Heller at this point 
in time. 

THE DEPONENT: Obviously I can collect any 

document I want from whatever source I want to collect 
it. 

MR. HELLER: Okay. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, did you 

ever meet Sara Northrup? 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: More than once? 

A There might have been a couple of 

meetings, but it really was only in one period of time. 

Q Was that in connection with your work on 

the archives project? 

A No. 

Q Did you have occasion to discuss with her 

her marriage to L. Ron Hubbard? 

MR. HELLER: I will object on relevance. It's 

got nothing to do with this lawsuit, nothing to do with 
your client or any of the injuries which he alleges. 

MS. PLEVIN: Your defendants in this lawsuit 

have circulated slanderous material regarding my 
client, including material calling the statements in 
his book regarding Sara Northrup false and otherwise 
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describing them; and, therefore, it is certainly 
relevant to this lawsuit. 

MR. HELLER: I took six days of your client's 

deposition, and I did written discovery asking what you 
base any contentions against my clients on, and I never 
heard one word about Sara Northrup. This is the first 
time I even heard her name. 

Perhaps you could supply us with those 
documents, and then maybe I'll agree with you that 
there is some relevance. 

Plus, I didn't see anything in the 
complaint to that effect, anything said about 
Sara Northrup in Mr. Corydon's book that was 
deflamatory, nor do I think her name is in the 
complaint. I know it's not. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: In your conversations 

with -- did I ask whether you met with her or 
communicated with her? 

A I did meet with her. 

Q Face to face? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you have occasion to discuss with her 

her marriage to L. Ron Hubbard? 

A Very little, if any. 

Q Did she speak with you at all regarding 

48 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213)655-5511 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2 0 

2 1 

22 

2 3 

24 

2 5 


her divorce from L. Ron Hubbard? 


A I — 

MR. HELLER: Object on relevance; same thing. 

I am waiting to see this document that my clients or 
the defendants have circulated. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes, but a couple of words is all 

I recal1. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did she discuss with 

you -- 

A Let me state just so you know -- 

Q Tell us the substance of that 

conversation. 

A I met Sara Northrup in Mike Flynn's 

office, and that was the only time that I ever met her. 

Q Mike Flynn being your prior attorney? 

A Right. 

And that was in, I guess, 1986, and the 
discussions at the time -- I don't know that he 
represented her, but he was probably there during most 
of those discussions. 

And I personally never went into her 
relationship with L. Ron Hubbard, or very much; a few 
comments _>- hiir n^Tp new news, so I had nothing to ask or 
nothing that she had to say was -- 

Q Let me approach this -- 
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MR. HERTZBERG: Let him finish. 

THE DEPONENT: — that was with me. I never had 

that much contact with her. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let the record be clear that the 

reference to "her" was Sara Northrup in your last 
answer; correct? 

THE DEPONENT: Correct. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: In your handling of the 

Hubbard archives -- 

A Sara J-e-tS'r"* then. I think then known as 

h> a 

JLa-l 3 LoT rather than Sara Northrup. 

A 

Q Was Northrup her maiden name, to your 

knowledge? 

A I believe so. 

Q In your handling of the Hubbard archive 

documents, did you ever see any materials regarding 
Sara Northrup? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you tell us what those materials 

were . 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance. You are 

making this a smear tactic, this lawsuit, and it 
doesn't have anything to do with the issues in this 
lawsuit. 

If this gentleman, as I said from day one, 
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has something relevant to say about Mr. Corydon or any 
alleged actions against him or injuries, he is here to 
testify; and I have certainly got no problem with it. 

But your whole line of questioning is 
improper, and as I say, it's a smear lawsuit having 
nothing to do with the litigation itself. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you see any documents 

pertaining to Sara Northrup? 

A Yes, there was a number of documents 

relating to her, and I recall now asking her about — 
it was the Hubbard handwritten one which was an attack 
on her, which was later put out as if it was coming 
from the organization. 

Q Did you see anything relevant to claims 

that Hubbard ever beat her? 

MR. HELLER: Objection to relevance. 

MR. HERTZBERG: This is really beyond the pale 

here. You have a lawsuit involving a plaintiff whose 
name has not been mentioned yet against defendants 
whose names have not been mentioned yet as we sit an 
hour and a half into this deposition. 

You are asking questions which I don't 
think any possible even tangental extenuated relevance 
could ever be established to the complaint that's on 
file in this case, and I think you are wasting 
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counsels' time at this point. 

MS. PLEVIN: Defendants in this lawsuit have 

circulated and indeed produced in response to one 
request for production of documents materials which 
they circulated, or at least some of them circulated, 
with regard to Mr. Corydon and his book L. Ron Hubbard. 
Messiah or Madman? in which they accuse him basically 
of numerous falsehoods throughout the book. 

I intend to ask questions regarding those 
materials to the extent that Mr. Armstrong has any 
knowledge regarding documents which shed light on the 
truth of Mr. Corydon's statements and the falsity of 
the allegations that he lied or whatever Mr. Armstrong 
may know about those subject matters. 

Q Did you see any documents, Mr. Armstrong, 

regarding whether or not Sara Northrup was ever beaten 
by L. Ron Hubbard? 

MR. HELLER: Objection. You have no allegation 

in your complaint that says that there is any libel, 
and libel cause of action must be specifically pled, 
as you know. 

If there is any libel dealing with 
statements circulated by any of the defendants that 
Mr. Corydon said something falsely about Sara Northrup, 
about Mr. Hubbard beating his wife, indeed if they had 
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been in the complaint, they would have been demurred 
out of that complaint in short order. So you are using 
this purview of a circulated document, which we still 
haven't seen, to do what I can only characterize as a 
smear campaign. 

MS. PLEVIN: At this point I will note for the 

record I believe that objections are repeated 
unnecessarily; they are numerous; and they are in bad 
faith. They are causing extreme delay in getting 
through this deposition; and at the very least, to the 
extent that there is any question regarding delays or 
the time taken to proceed with this deposition, it is 
being caused by such unnecessary and unwarranted 
obj ections. 

MR. HELLER: I don't have a right to object on 

a question about whether the deponent saw a document 
that says that Mr. Hubbard beat Sara Northrup? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Before you answer, I want to 

make an observation for the record. I don't agree with 
your characterization about the delay. 

I want the record to reflect that counsel 
were present at 10:00 o'clock in the morning ready to 
proceed with this deposition. The witness did not show 
up until 15 minutes after the appointed time, so to 
begin with we started at 10:15. I don't know whether 
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the record reflects that or not, but those are the 


facts. 

And secondly, I don't agree with any 

statements 

on your part that any objection I have made 


has been interposed in bad faith. 



Thirdly, the record will not reflect what 

I consider 

to be a substantial delay that has been 

occasioned 

so far in this deposition by your having to 


rummage around and try to locate files which you didn't 
duplicate and prepare in advance for opposing counsel 
to be able to inspect in conjunction with questions 
that were asked of the witness, and otherwise looking 


for papers 

that you couldn't find when you needed 


them. 


THE 

DEPONENT: In answer to that, I currently 


have no recollection of a document relating to beating 
of Sara. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you see any materials 

which would shed light on whether or not at the time 
he was married to Sara Northrup he was married to 
somebody else? 


MR . 

HELLER: Same objection. 

THE 

DEPONENT: Correct. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Would you tell us what it 


was, please. 
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MR. HELLER: 


Same objection. 


THE DEPONENT: When he married Sara Northrup, 

he was married to Louise Gubb. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: What document in the 

archive materials supports that statement? 

A The marriage and divorce documents. There 

is correspondence from Sara to that effect. 

Q You don't recall to who that letter was 

directed? 

A My recollection is that it certainly does 

appear -- there may be other sources independent of 
this -- in the divorce documents, very possibly in the 
complaint, her complaint. 

Q In your brief discussion with her in 

Mr. Flynn's office, to the extent that it doesn't 
invade any attorney/client privilege, did she make any 
statement to you regarding giving a declaration 
sometime subsequent to the divorce in which she said 
that her prior statements about L. Ron Hubbard were 
exaggerations or entirely false? 

MR. HELLER: Objection; relevance, vague and 

ambiguous. I don't know what prior statements are 
being referred to. 

THE DEPONENT: I know the document that you are 

referring to did come up in the conversation, and my 
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recollection is her answer went something like she 
would have signed anything to get out of it. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: To get out of what? 

A Her situation with Hubbard; to have the 

divorce, to end the relationship, to end the 
connection. 

Q In your review of documents, did you see 

any materials which relate to Mr. Hubbard's involvement 
with an organization called Ordo Templi Orientis? 

A Yes. 

MR. HELLER; I don't know what it is, but I will 
object on relevance because I don't know what whatever 
it is happens to be. I haven't seen it in the 
complaint. I don't know how it relates to Mr. Corydon, 
so I will make my objection on relevance. 

Since I don't know what it is, maybe you 
can hook it up. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Would you tell us what it 

is, please, if you know. 

A It's a group which followed the writings, 

directions, teachings of Aleister Crowley. It was a 
magical group often called Black Magic. 

Q Could you identify for us the documents 

you saw regarding this group to the best of your 
recollection. 
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MR. HELLER: 


L. Ron Hubbard's reported 


connection with a group dealing with black magic is 
relevant to this lawsuit brought by Mr. Corydon? I 
assume that's the proffer of relevance, and I will 
object on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: The first one I saw was an 

article that appeared in the London Sunday Times in 
1969. I saw that shortly after, I believe, '69, 
shortly after I was in the port captain's office. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Let's, if we can, identify 

them; and then to the extent that we need to inquire 
further as to what was in them specifically, we can do 
that. 

A Right. 

MR. HELLER: Object on relevance; move to strike 

the last question. We are now, I guess, about eight to 
nine years prior to any relevant act in this 
complaint. You are talking about a 1969 London Times 
article. 

THE DEPONENT: And then I saw documents in 

Hubbard's handwriting relating to it. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: What did you see in his 

handwriting? 

A There is a document which became known as 

the Affirmations or the Admissions, and there was one 
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called the Blood Ritual, and there was the Hubbard 
original of the London Sunday Times article. 

MR. HELLER: Same objections on relevance. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Anything else? 

A There were other documents which connected 

him to Jack Parsons, who was the U.S. head of the OTO. 

Q What documents connected him to Jack 

Parsons? 

MR. HELLER: Same objection on relevance. I 

don't know who Jack Parsons is. He is certainly not 
mentioned in the complaint, nor was he mentioned in 
five days of discovery request for production of 
documents or various written discovery that's been done 
of the plaintiff. 

MS. PLEVIN: That may be because your discovery 

was inadequate, Mr. Heller. 

MR. HELLER: I asked what you based your 

complaint upon. Maybe your complaint was inadequate. 

Are you going to go through this 
deposition trying to prove everything that's said in 
the book is true? 

THE DEPONENT: Those are the principal ones, at 

least for now, that I can recall relating. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you give an answer to 

what documents you saw that connected him to Jack 
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Parsons? 


A Oh, on that subject there were some legal 

documents. There was documents relating to a business 
venture that they had; there was some correspondence 
between Hubbard and Sara. 

Q Sara Northrup? 

A Yes. 

Q Regarding Jack Parsons? 

A Yes; his name came up. The connection 

becomes obvious through the study of those documents. 

Q Did you see any correspondence from 

somebody by the name of J. Gordon Melton? 

MR. HELLER: Same objection on relevance and 

lack of foundation. 

THE DEPONENT: I don't recall what document that 


i s . 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you see anything from 

him, or you don't recall? 

A I may have, but I don't recall. 

Q Did you see any documents which suggested 

that Hubbard at any time was attached to the 

Los Angeles Police Department as an undercover agent? 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance. This 

relates to Mr. Corydon, I take it, and the injuries he 
a1leges. 
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THE DEPONENT: 


More as a security guard. 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: As a security guard for 

what? 

A As a security guard licensed by the LAPD. 

Q Did you see a license that he received? 

A There was some permit to carry a gun, I 

be1ieve. 

Q To the best of your recol1ection, is that 

the only document in the archives which associated 
Mr. Hubbard with the LAPD? 

A No. There was his claim that he was a 

member, that he was awarded something in the Police 
Officers' Hall of Fame. There were the published 
stories that he was LAPD. 

Q But apart from his statements about his 

association with the Los Angeles Police Department, did 
you see anything other than the security guard license 
in the documents which suggested any such relationship? 

A That's it. 

MR. HELLER: Do you have a time reference on 

this document that you saw dealing with the security 
guard license? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: If you recall. 

A My recollection is '47. 

MR. HELLER: 1947. 
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THE DEPONENT: 


I know it was prior to this 


complaint. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you have occasion to 

read the Affirmations? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you tell us generally what they 

were? 

MR. HERTZBERG: I am going to object. I am 

going to be very very specific, and I am going to ask 
the witness in particular to pay attention to exactly 
what I am saying. 

The content of the Affirmations -- this 
is my clearest and best understanding — were not 
permitted to be gone into. They are in the course of 
the litigation of Gerald Armstrong's lawsuit with the 
Church of Scientology of California and Mary Sue 
Hubbard. 

I believe the Affirmations themselves were 
either not accepted as an exhibit by Judge 
Breckenridge, who presided over that trial; or if they 
were, they were ordered to be maintained under seal by 
Judge Breckenridge because he considered that there 
would be an invasion of privacy if the contents of 
those Affirmations were disclosed in any way. 

This has nothing to do with whatever terms 
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may or may not be in Mr. Armstrong's settlement with 
church entities. This is separate and apart, 

Miss Plevin. This is an order of a superior court 
judge in the same courthouse where this case is 
pending. 

And I would ask you, I would urge you to 
withdraw that guestion, because I don't believe that 
it is proper under the circumstances for you to seek 
to elicit from this witness even what you call a 
summary of the content of the Affirmations. 

THE DEPONENT: Let me say in answer to that to 

clarify that matter, a number of the matters which 
Judge Breckenridge considered were relevant were read 
from the Affirmations into the record, and the actual 
order regarding the Affirmations and all the documents 
from Judge Breckenridge was that I was free to 
communicate about those contents. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I am going to reiterate my 
objection, and I think that it might even be wise if 
there is any question about what the content of the 
orders are, I think it would be wise to inspect them 
before the testimony that you seek, Miss Plevin, is 
solicited here. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Would you tell us, please, 

what the Affirmations contained generally. 
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MR. HERTZBERG: Reiterate my objection — 

MR. HELLER: I will join. 

MR. HERTZBERG: -- on the grounds which I have 

stated; this is very improper. 

THE DEPONENT: They contain a statement of 

L. Ron Hubbard's considerations about his talents and 
what he considered inadequacies and blemishes or 
problems; and they contained his self-postulates, 
affirmations to alleviate his problems and to establish 
himself as super normal and above other humans. 

MR. HELLER: I will interpose an objection based 

on relevance. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Regarding the 

self-postulates, could you give us an example that 
demonstrates how he viewed himself? 

MR. HERTZBERG: I will reiterate the prior 

objection I made. 

And I really frankly again urge that we 
revisit what the orders were in this case, Miss Plevin, 
because I think we are treading in an area where your 
questions may well be in contravention of some rulings 
that have been made, and I think it's improper for you 
to be proceeding in this manner. I don't see any harm, 
since it is indisputable that we are coming back 
tomorrow, for us to resolve the situation in the 
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interim. 


MS. PLEVIN: The fact that something may not 

have been admissible or admitted in case A is 
irrelevant to whether it's admissible in case B. The 
fact that L. Ron Hubbard might have had a privacy 
interest in the documents in 1984 when he was alive is 
not pertinent to whether he has a privacy interest in 
1990 when he is dead. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me just elaborate a little 

bit, because we are not talking about a privacy, and 
you are perhaps misconstruing the nature of what the 
Armstrong litigation was about. 

We are not just talking about the mere 
privacy interest of a live person as opposed to a dead 
person. We are talking about considerations that were 
before Judge Breckenridge concerning the publication 
of the content of highly confidential, personal 
documents which were determined by that trial judge at 
the completion of the litigation to have been converted 
by Mr. Armstrong. 

So we are talking not just about privacy 
interest. We are talking about a legal question which 
was taken into consideration, I am sure by Judge 
Breckenridge, about whether somebody can take documents 
or convert documents from a party and then disclose 
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their contents in the course of litigation. That 
wouldn't be as cavalier — 

By the way, Mr. Armstrong, anytime you 
want to make a comment, you can make a comment to us. 
You are a third-party witness here. Miss Plevin has 
already said or you have said that she doesn't 
represent you, and she doesn't have to give you traffic 
signals with her hand raised when you start saying 
something. If you feel like saying something -- 

MS. PLEVIN: You were in the middle of speaking, 

Mr. Hertzberg. 

MR. HERTZBERG: If I feel the witness is going 

to interrupt me, I will raise my hands. But I thank 
you for the help that you proffered. If Mr. Armstrong 
wants to say something, I will be happy to respond to 
it. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: With regard to -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: Why don't we give him a chance 

to 

MS. PLEVIN: Excuse me; you have made an 

extensive dissertation -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: He wants to say something. Why 

don't you give him a chance to say something. 

MS. PLEVIN: If he wants to, he can, I am sure, 

jump right in over me. I will not mind. 
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With regard to your representations as to 
Judge Breckenridge's order, the order itself, I think 
Mr. Armstrong's prior characterization is correct. 

The memorandum of decision I believe 
indicates that at the conclusion of the 1984 trial that 
except for specific documents that were maintained 
under seal, that pursuant to his final order regarding 
evidentiary matters in that case there was absolutely 
no reference to prohibiting Mr. Armstrong from 
discussing it. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I am referring in addition. 

Miss Plevin, again relying on my recollection, to a 
ruling that was made during the course of the trial. 

My only point is since there may be a 
reasonable dispute about the propriety of the witness 
answering this specific line of questions, I am just 
suggesting that we table those questions until 
tomorrow, when we indisputably are going to be 
reconvening here for further questions of the witness; 
so that we might have a better informed discussion 
about what Judge Breckenridge did or did not do with 
respect to the Affirmations. 

I don't see why you are in such a rush to 
get this testimony this minute, when I believe that 
there is a reasonable basis for asserting that there 
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may be a good faith interposition of a bar to this 


particular 

testimony. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, would you 

give us an 

example of what you have described as 


self-postulates to overcome Mr. Hubbard's inadequacies? 


MR. 

HELLER: Object on relevance. 

MR. 

HERTZBERG: I object on the grounds 

previously 

asserted. 

MR. 

HELLER: I will join in Mr. Hertzberg's 


objection. 


THE 

DEPONENT: "All men are my slaves. I have 

a right to 

control men's minds. They are my slaves." 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Any others that come to 


mind? 


MR . 

HERTZBERG: Object on the grounds previously 


stated. 


MR. 

HELLER: And relevance. 

THE 

DEPONENT: That pretty well covers it. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Sums it up? 

A 

There is three-quarters of an inch of 


materials which lead up to that conclusion. 

Q Do you know what date those were written? 

Approximately what year? 


A 

I was able to date them at '46. 

Q 

How did you arrive at that? 
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A Because of his then relationship with 

John W. Parsons. 

MR. HELLER: Now I think we have gotten prior 

to Mr. Corydon's birth. I am not sure. 

THE DEPONENT: Oh, no. He is old. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Why did you associate the 

Affirmations with his relationship to Parsons? 

A Parsons is mentioned therein. Magic acts 

in which he was engaged with Parsons are mentioned 
therein. 

Q In the Affirmations? 

A Right. 

Q Could you tell us, please — 

MR. HERTZBERG: I couldn't tell when you asked 

that last question that it would require a reference 
to the content of the Affirmations, but since the 
witness construed it to do so and then volunteered, I 
protractively object to his going into the contents of 
the Affirmations and to your asking him a question 
which led to that for the reasons previously stated. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you have occasion to 

read the document entitled, "Blood Ritual"? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you tell us what that was about. 

MR. HELLER: Objection. It's got no relevance 
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to this lawsuit. We have been here a couple of hours 
now, and I am waiting for a relevant question. 


THE DEPONENT: It was a magic operation to be 

performed with Sara Northrup. 


Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: A sexual act? 

MR . 

HERTZBERG: Now you are leading. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: What do you mean by magic 

operation? 

What kind of operation? 

MR. 

HELLER: Same objection. 

MS . 

BARTILSON: I will have a standing 


obj ection. 


MR. 

HELLER: My objection is on relevance. 

THE 

DEPONENT: Appeals to Egyptian Gods and 


supernatural powers, cutting of flesh, drawing of 


blood. 


Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: For what purpose? 

MR. 

HELLER: Same objection. 

THE 

DEPONENT: Power. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Do you have an approximate 


date for the Blood Ritual? 

MR. HELLER: You mean the date that the document 

was authored? 


MS . 

PLEVIN: Yes. 

THE 

DEPONENT: '46 or '47. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: What is that based on? 
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A 


Hubbard's relationship with Sara and what 


he was into at the time. 

Q Meaning? 

A It was 0T0 

Q And by 0T0 you Ordo Templi Orientis? 

A Right; like their magic operations. 

Q Were there any documents in Hubbard's hand 

referring to the Affirmations or the Blood Ritual? 

MR. HELLER: I object on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: I don't know. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: In your review of the 

archive documents, did you come across materials 
respecting Hubbard's naval experience in World War II? 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. 

MR. HELLER: I want to know immediately when we 

precede Mr. Corydon's birthday. 

MS. PLEVIN: We haven't. 

Since it is now 20 after 12:00 and we have 
just turned down the air-conditioning so hopefully we 
can be a little bit cooler when we proceed, I will 
propose that we take a lunch break and try to be back 
here by 1:00 o'clock. 

MR. HELLER: We will make every effort. 

I want to inquire of Mr. Armstrong, 
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however, before we break, dealing with the subpoena 
which I served upon him, if I may, go ahead and get any 
documents prior to our break. 

I will attach as Exhibit No. 2 a two-page 
document, two sides, "Application For Subpoena Duces 
Tecum Re Deposition" on civil subpoena. 

(Defendants' Exhibit 2 was marked 
for identification by the deposition 
officer and is attached hereto.) 

MR. HELLER: Mr. Armstrong, I think you have 

been served with what I have identified as document 
No. 2. Have you bought any documents in response to 
that subpoena? 

MS. PLEVIN: I object to interposing prior to 

the cross-examination. I think that's inappropriate. 

MR. HELLER: I just want to get the documents 

if he has produced them; that's all. I am not going 
to question him about them at all. I just want to get 
the documents or the tapes, rather. I have right a 
right to get them. I subpoenaed them here as well. 

MS. PLEVIN: I propose that we leave this to the 


cross-exam. 

MR. HELLER: No. I want to ask him whether he 

has brought tapes. If he has, he has; I will get 
them. If he hasn't, he hasn't. Either way we break 
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for lunch. 


MR. HERTZBERG: I would like to do anything that 

would save time in this whole process. So insofar as 
Mr. Heller is indicating that this may save time, it 
just might be useful if you would let him answer the 
question. 

MS. PLEVIN: At this point, Mr. Heller, it's my 

deposition; and I object to your interposing for any 
purpose whatsoever. I do not -- 

MS. BARTILSON: You won't even permit the 

witness to answer the question? 

MR. HELLER: State your objection. And then I 

am going to ask him, and he will make his mind up 
whether he is going to answer the question and produce 
the documents. 

MS. PLEVIN: I do not believe that what you are 

doing is appropriate, but if Mr. Armstrong wants to 
answer I will not object. 

MR. HELLER: Mr. Armstrong, do you remember the 

question? 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. 

First of all, I brought one tape, and each 
side can have a copy. And on the tape box I said, 

"G. Armstrong Conversation with L. Heller, 11/20/89, 
copyright the Gerald Armstrong Corporation." So I 
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don't want any part of this used without very specific 
permission. 


This is one of the tapes. It's my side 
of that conversation. It is done with a 
voice-activated recorder, so that the stops are in 
between; and if I just answer "yes," then it sometimes 
goes "whaaa," because that's all you get when it picks 
up. The long statements from me I think are very clear 
on it. 


I believe that I recorded your second 
conversation to me, which was on April 25, again my 
side of the conversation, but I could not fund when I 


fund ; 

A 


searched tjv^f. tape, so I have given you that one. 

I also brought, and I hope it will 



clarify — 


MR. HELLER: Let's go off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

THE DEPONENT: And I brought my notes -- I 

thought they would be helpful -- of the three calls. 
This is your first call (indicating), and this is the 
second call (indicating). The notes which are at the 
top here, this is where your call begins, and these are 
my notes as well as I could make them at the time. And 
this is the third call (indicating). 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: You are referring to 
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telephone calls from Mr. Heller? 


A Correct. 

MR. HELLER: From or to? 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Conversations with 

Mr. Heller? 

A Right. 

For the most part they are his words, and 
because of a couple of factors -- one, he speaks very 
rapidly sometimes; and I write very slowly -- the notes 
are a bit scribbled, and I am going to have to go over 
them to probably translate some of the scratch into 
English. 

MR. HELLER: Is there anything else? 

THE DEPONENT: That's it. 

MR. HELLER: I am going to take Miss Plevin's 

suggestion, and I will ask you with regard to whether 
there are other documents and what's contained in these 
documents when it's my turn to examine. 

THE DEPONENT: I would also ask perhaps you 

could — because I neglected at the time — but maybe 
you could cut me a check for witness fees. 

MR. HELLER: Have you been paid witness fees by 

Miss Plevin for today? 

THE DEPONENT: Yes, I have. 

MR. HELLER: I am not sure if you are entitled 
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to two. 


THE DEPONENT: I think so. I believe so. 

MR. HELLER: I will check. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: While we were off the record, 

Mr. Armstrong suggested that we come back at 1:15, and 
we are going to reconvene at 1:15 by agreement. 

MR. HELLER: We are going to get back as soon 

as we can. I have every intention to do so; it's just 
given the line that we waited on last time we were 
here . 

THE DEPONENT: We will make that same good 

attempt. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let the record reflect also that 

while we were off the record Mr. Heller indicated that 
he didn't think he could get back here within 

4 5 minutes. 

(Luncheon recess from 12:25 p.m. to 

1:20 p.m.) 

MS. PLEVIN: My last question related to 

documents that Mr. Armstrong may have seen relating to 
Mr. Hubbard's career in the military. We are having a 
few items duplicated, and in order to use this time 
fruitfully, what I will do is to go on to something 
else and then we will return to that. 
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What I would like to do is have 


Mr. Armstrong authenticate some declarations. Why 
don't you folks take a look at that, and these are a 
number of different declarations. 

Q Mr. Armstrong, I am showing you a document 

which is a multi-page declaration and exhibits. The 
declaration runs to 16 pages where the signature is 
executed, and it's dated November 1, 1986. Will you 

please take a look at that. 

A (Deponent complies.) 

MS. PLEVIN: Let the record reflect that 

Mr. Armstrong has been spending at least three or four 
minutes at this time looking over the document, looking 
at every page of the declaration. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I don't see him looking at every 

page . 


MR. 

HELLER: 

Neither 

do I . 



MS . 

PLEVIN: 

He has 

finished looking 

at the 

declaration 

and is 

looking 

at the 

exhibits 

at the 

moment. 






THE 

DEPONENT 

: Okay. 




Q 

BY MS . 

PLEVIN: 

Have 

you had a 

chance 


look over the document? 

A Yes. 

Q Is the signature on page 16 of the 
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declaration your signature, Mr. Armstrong? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you prepare this declaration? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you select the exhibits to attach to 

the declaration? 

A Yes. 

Q I notice, of course, that the declaration 

is sworn under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 
State of California, and my question is: At the time 

that you executed this declaration, did you believe 
your statements in this declaration to be true? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have any reason to think that any 

of the statements in this declaration are not true? 

A No. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Could we for the record identify 

what comprises the declaration? Because in turn I have 
noticed that other than the declaration, which 
compromises page 1 through 16 of this document, there 
are at least two or three other Armstrong declarations; 
and I am unclear as to whether those are exhibits or 
part of some composite compilation that counsel has 
randomly put together. 

THE DEPONENT: Everything except the first 
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document, which is the declaration, are exhibits to the 


declaration. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That includes other 

declarations, Mr. Armstrong? 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. They were used as 

declarations at other times but were attached to this 
as an exhibit. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Counsel, could we also explore 

the blacking out? 

MS. PLEVIN: Yes, I intend to. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Thank you. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Let's do that as the first 

area of inquiry. Let's just back up a moment. This 
declaration does not have a caption sheet on it, 

Mr. Armstrong, to show what litigation it was submitted 
in. It was submitted in litigation, was it not? 

A Yes. 

Q And was that in the case of Church of 

Scientology of California vs. Armstrong? 

A Yes. 

Q Los Angeles Superior Court case No. -- 

A C 420 153 . 

Q Thank you. 

The declaration makes reference to the 

document attached as Exhibit A. Would you turn to that 
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document. 


A Okay. 

Q It's captioned, "Objection of 

Cross-Defendant Church of Scientology of California to 
Release of Preclear Files (Under seal)." 

Mr. Hertzberg, for your reference that is 
referred to in paragraph 3 of the declaration itself. 


MR . 

HERTZBERG: 

Is that the document that says 

brackets 

"under seal 

ii 7 

MS . 

PLEVIN: It 

does . 

MR . 

HERTZBERG: 

Okay . 


Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, the 

material which is blacked out beginning on page 6 , 
first of all, let's take a look at those things. Did 
you black out material which was originally part of 
this document which is Exhibit A to your declaration? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you black that out at the time you 

appended it to this declaration as an exhibit? 

A Yes. 

Q Without telling us the content of what was 

blacked out, could you tell us why you blacked it out. 
Or if that's adequately discussed in paragraph 3, we 
can make that reference for the record. 

A Because they were items which were either 
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taken from my preclear files or invented as if they 
came from my preclear files. 

Q For the record, would you state what 

"preclear files" are. 

A Preclear files are the continuous, 

chronological record created by an auditor and 
maintained by the organization of all the auditing 
sessions undergone by an individual in Scientology. 

Q Was it your understanding that when you 

undertook those auditing sessions that the information 
conveyed therein by you to the auditor was covered by 
the priest-penitent privilege? 

MR. HELLER: I am going to object on relevance 

to this question. Now that I have seen where the other 
questions are leading, interject objections and move to 
strike answers to all the other questions that are 
related to this declaration; and again without 
commenting on the truth or falsity of whether there was 
disclosure material in preclear files of Mr. Armstrong, 
does not relate to Mr. Corydon's claim in this case. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I also am going to object to the 

last question as leading. We are now having counsel 
formulate narrative questions which only require the 
witness to say yes or no, and the testimony is really 
coming more from counsel than it is from the witness. 
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THE DEPONENT: I can broaden anything that you 

need details on. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Would you take a look at 

paragraph 3 of the declaration; and, Mr. Armstrong, 
would you tell us, so that we needn't unnecessarily go 
through these materials, whether paragraph 3 adequately 
in your mind would explain the blacking out of material 
in Exhibit A to your declaration. 

A Run that by me again. 

Q Take a look at paragraph 3 of your 

declaration; and if it adequately describes why you 
blacked out material in Exhibit A, then we do not need 
to belabor that point if there is other material you 
want to add to your declaration. 

A It touches on it; and I don't know right 

now if I covered all the reasons in the declaration, 
but in order for myself to prove that preclear files 
were culled, including my own, it was not necessary to 
include the statements. 

Also, even if the statements were 
included, they are themselves misleading, because 
whoever did the culling -- and Mr. Randolph included 
items which do not come, are not part of my life; and 
so they weren't needed, and I did not see that to prove 
my point it was necessary to kill myself. 
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Q Let me see if I understand you: If you 

had not blocked that material out, would that have been 
a restatement of things that you believed to be subject 
to a confessional priest-penitent privilege? 

MR. HELLER: Objection. This whole line of 

questioning — and I assume you are going to proffer 
some sort of relevance for this line of questioning 
with regard to our case as to whether Mr. Armstrong -- 

MS. PLEVIN: Just let him answer so we can get 


on . 

MR. HELLER: No, I am not. You are wasting my 

time here. Do you expect me to sit here calmly and 
allow you to just go on and waste hour after hour 
asking questions dealing with Mr. Armstrong's 
litigation, which as you well know, by the way, is 
subject to a confidentiality in a settlement 
agreement? 

Now, as I have said to Mr. Armstrong, I 
grant you if it has some even remote relationship to 
this case, that would be fine and dandy. I sure don't 
see it. 

So you are not going to sit here and say 
proffer your objection but don't amplify it. I am 
going to amplify it because it's going to get amplified 
when time goes on and we get in front of the court on 
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th is as well. 


You are wasting our time, and you are 
wasting my client's money. 

I take it by your failure to proffer 
relevancy you have none. 

THE DEPONENT: In both of these declarations I 

stated that I considered that the comments made by 
myself as a preclear in auditing and all the comments 
made by any other preclear in auditing were protected 
by the priest-penitent privilege, or whatever one wants 
to call it; and that the organization continually 
violated that privilege, that sanctity, whatever you 
want to call it. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: To clarify for the record, 

because it occurs in the declaration but not in the 
testimony, the phrase "pc files," is that an 
abbreviation? 

A Yes; "pc" is preclear. 

Q Would you turn to Exhibit G, marked 000424 

on the bottom right-hand corner. 

A Okay. 

Q This document, to identify it, states in 

the center, "Daily Report," dated 22 February 1982, 
from someone by the name of Brad, addressed to someone 
by the name of Roberta, "RE: Gerry Armstrong." 
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Could you tell us, please, just for the 


sake of clarity, how to interpret the designations in 
the upper left-hand corner. Are those like a 
to-and-from designation on a memo slip? 


A 

Yes . 

Q 

Could you tell us what the designations 


mean . 


MR. 

HELLER: I object to this line of 


questioning also. It's the same thing. It's a 
document which does not mention your client, as I am 
reading it, nor does it relate in any sense to your 
client and your characterization of it by the way that 
this had to do with, at least in the declaration, the 


pc files. 

I don't see anything about that in there. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: I didn't say anything about that. 

MR . 

HELLER: No; the deponent did. 

But regardless of that, it has absolutely 

nothing to 

do with this litigation. I am still waiting 

for you to 

proffer some type of relevance. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: Mr. Heller, as you know, relevance 

obj ections 

are always preserved, and your continuing 

repetition 

of relevance objections is costing a 

tremendous 

amount of time. 


MR. HELLER: What's costing time is your failure 

to ask a question that even relates remotely to this 
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lawsuit. 


Every deposition has some questions asked 
which are not directly relevant. I have no problem 
with that. Sometimes a half an hour even goes by to 
lay a foundation. 

You have gone well beyond any type stage, 
and it's clear your intent is not to ask questions 
relevant to this litigation, but to dredge up 
Mr. Armstrong's litigation, which you specifically told 
the court you would not be doing when you applied for 
a protective order. 

MS. PLEVIN: I disagree with that 

characterization. 

Q Would you please tell us what the 

designations up in the upper left-hand corner mean. 

A "AG I" is assistant guardian for 

intelligence. "GLA," greater Los Angeles; "AG," 
assistant guardian of GLA; "PAC," management chief US. 

Q And it's going from which of those to 

which ? 

A From AG I GLA, Brad Ballentine. 

Q Where did you obtain this document? 

MR. HELLER: Same objection; relevance. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Do you recall? 

A Yes. It was included in my B-l file, with 
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what was produced as my B-l file. 

Q It was produced in that litigation? 

MR. HELLER: What litigation? 

MS. PLEVIN: Church of Scientology of California 

vs. Armstrong. 

MR. HELLER: Same objection on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: No. It was produced in 

Christofferson. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And that's Christofferson 

vs. Church of Scientology an Oregon case? 

A Yes. I believe I may have mentioned the 

citing here. 

Q Going back to page 8 of the declaration, 

do you see where it says: "SU and Flag have sent us all 
their files on him," and you have interposed in 
parentheses designations for the term "SU" and "Flag"? 
Do you see that in the center of the page? 

A Uh-huh. 

MR. HELLER: "Him" being Armstrong, by the way; 

having nothing to do with your client. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: What did the term "special 

unit" refer to so far as you know? 

A Special unit at that time was the Gilman 

Hotspring property. 

Q And did it refer only — 
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A So anyone who was there would say that 

they were at SU. Communications coming from the 
Guardian's Office in Los Angeles to those people would 
go to SU. 

MS. PLEVIN: Why don't we mark this as 

Exhibit 3 . 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 was marked 

for identification by the deposition 

officer and is attached hereto.) 

MR. HELLER: For the record, you are supplying 

three attorneys with one document. 

MS. PLEVIN: I happen to have an extra one of 

that, Mr. Heller. I did not bring four of each of 
those. 

MR. HELLER: It's your obligation to do so. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Would you take a look at 

this and see if you can identify this document. It is 
captioned, "Declaration of Gerald Armstrong," with a 
notation 11-18-86. The declaration is seven pages, and 
then there are some exhibits attached. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me just note for the record, 
that at the top of my copy is a handwritten in pencil 
notation "under protective order." 

MS. PLEVIN: Uh-huh. To clarify the record, 

that protective order specifically refers to the court 
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of appeals decision interim order under which the 
unsealing of the file in the litigation captioned 
Church of Scientology of California vs. Armstrong has 
been unsealed for use by Ben Corydon and his attorneys 
for use in his litigation. 

Q Have you had a chance to take a look at 

that? 


A Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Doesn't that have an implication 

about dissemination of this document at this time? 

MS. PLEVIN: As being used in the context of 

Mr. Corydon's litigation. 

MR. HERTZBERG: And it's your view that this 

need not be maintained under any seal at this time? 

MS. PLEVIN: Not pursuant to the order. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That's your interpretation of 

the order? 

MS. PLEVIN: That's correct. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Fine. 

By "fine," I don't mean that I agree; but 
by "fine," I mean let's proceed if that's what 
counsel's position is. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Have you had a chance to 

look at this document? 

A Yes. 
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Q Is that your signature? 

A Yes. 

Q Have you taken a look at the text? 

A Yes. 

Q Was this document sworn under penalty of 

perjury under the laws of the State of California on 
November 18, 1986? 

A Yes. 

Q Was the contents of it true to the best 

of your knowledge at that time? 

MR. HELLER: Objection as to relevance. Again, 

I will ask you to proffer some relevance as to this 
second declaration. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Is there any reason why 

you would change that declaration today? 

A No. I wrote it, and it remains the same 

today. 

MS. PLEVIN: We will make this Exhibit 4. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 4 was marked 

for identification by the deposition 

officer and is attached hereto.) 

MR. HERTZBERG: Before we move on to something 

else, can we also explore the blacked-out portions on 
the attachments to this declaration so that we can 
learn what that's all about? 
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MS. PLEVIN: 


You are welcome to do that on 


cross-examination, Mr. Hertzberg. At the moment, I 
would like principally to get these authenticated. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I have a problem with 

authentication. In fact, that's precisely the problem 
why I am raising this now. 

When you proffer a document and you 
purport to authenticate it and there are markings which 
cross out what obviously are portions of the document, 
then one has to determine who crossed it out and when. 
Was it part of the original document? Was it not part 
of the original document? All those things. 

MS. PLEVIN: Fine. 

THE DEPONENT: You can do that at any time. 

This isn't something that someone has to do at X point 
in life. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, would you 

take a look, please, at the handwritten exhibit 
attached to this declaration. 

A Yes. 

Q Is that in your hand? 

A Yes. 

Q At the time you prepared this declaration, 

did you cross the portions out that were crossed out? 

A Yes. 
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Q Why did you do that? 

A I crossed out anything that might be 

considered offensive. It wasn't necessary to include 
any of what could be considered literarily offensive 
statements in order to show how the organization had 
used it and their intent in using it, which was what I 
was able to show. In fact, by blacking them out it 
makes them even more painfully obvious. 

Q Was this submitted in the CSC versus 

Armstrong case? 

A Yes. 

Q Would you take a look at the document I 

put in front of you. It's another declaration. The 
declaration is six pages in length, dated November 7, 
1986; and again there are a number of exhibits 
attached. 

MR. HELLER: I am going to object to any 

questions dealing with this next declaration or its 
exhibits as well as the declaration itself. It's not 
relevant. 

Counsel has specifically refused to 
proffer any reason for relevance — which I might be 
missing; I am not omniscient about it. I am objecting 
to the whole process we are going through in this 
deposition. 
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THE DEPONENT: Okay. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Have you had a chance to 

take a look at the document? 


A 

Yes . 

Q 

Is this your declaration? 

A 

Yes . 

Q 

Is that your signature on the last page 


of the declaration? 


A 

Yes . 

Q 

And it's sworn to under penalty of perjury 


under the laws of the State of California? 


MR. 

HERTZBERG: Quickly identify the last page. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: Page 6 of the declaration. 

MR . 

HERTZBERG: Are you talking about a numbered 


page? 


MS . 

PLEVIN: Correct. 


MR. HERTZBERG: Where it just has a signature? 


MS . 

PLEVIN: Correct; following page 5. 

THE 

DEPONENT: Yes. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: You have reviewed the text 


of this declaration? 


A 

Yep. 

Q 

Was it true to the best of your knowledge 


at the time that you wrote and executed this 
declaration? 
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A 


Yes . 


Q Do you have any reason to believe any of 

it is not true today? 

A No. 

Q Did you attach these exhibits to the 

declaration? 

A Yes. 

Q For the reasons stated in the declaration? 

A Yes. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let's mark that as 5. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 5 was marked 

for identification by the deposition 

officer and is attached hereto.) 

MR. HELLER: Any reason why we are going through 

these declarations? 

MS. PLEVIN: (No response.) 

MR. HELLER: I guess not. 

THE DEPONENT: I would think to get me to 

authenticate them. 

MR. HELLER: Mr. Armstrong, they are being put 

in front of you. I am not asking you the question. I 
am asking Miss Plevin. 

MS. PLEVIN: To the extent that these 

declarations contain a great deal of detailed 
information respecting Mr. Armstrong's experience in 
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Scientology and information which supports 

Mr. Corydon's contention about the conduct of that 

organization, it is relevant to testimony. 

And there are many reasons in addition to 
that why it is relevant certainly to have him 
authenticate them, and rather than spending unnecessary 
time — as I believe it was one of your suggestions 
earlier -- we have Mr. Armstrong authenticate these 
documents it would be efficient. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Let me make an observation about 

part of what you just said. It seems to me that at 
least this declaration postdates in terms of time the 
time that Mr. Corydon wrote his book. 

I am absolutely baffled by -- unless I am 
mistaken in that premise, and I am sure you can correct 
me if I am -- I am baffled by how this could in any way 
reflect on Mr. Corydon's book and any claims in this 
suit. 

MS. PLEVIN: Without commenting on the validity 

of the remainder of your statement, Mr. Hertzberg, 

Mr. Corydon's book was not published until 1987. This 
is dated November 1986. 

MR. HELLER: Under your purview of what you just 

stated for relevance, I guess you have the right to 
take the deposition of every ex-Scientologist or 
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present Scientologist to determine their experiences 
in Scientology in order to see if that verifies what I 
assume you are saying your client has a right in his 
complaint dealing with his experiences in Scientology. 

Bearing in mind, by the way, Mr. Armstrong 
is not a franchise holder in a very different position, 
Scientology on top of everything else. 

I don't accept your proffer of relevance. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, would you 

take a look at the next document, which is a 
declaration dated October 11, 1986. It is an 11-page 

declaration with multiple exhibits attached. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I have just received from 

Miss Plevin a document which is not bound in any way. 

I just want the record to reflect that. 

MS. PLEVIN: Neither is the one I have just 

given Mr. Armstrong. 

THE DEPONENT: Okay. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Have you had a chance to 

look at that, Mr. Armstrong? 

A Yes. 

Q Is that a declaration which was executed 

by you on the date stated on the front page? 

MR. HELLER: Objection; relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes; October 11, 1986. 
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Q BY MS. PLEVIN: And was that sworn under 

penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
California? 

A Yes. 

Q Was that declaration true to the best of 

your knowledge at the time you executed it? 

A Yes . 

Q Do you have any reason to believe that any 

of the statements you made in that declaration are not 
true as you sit here today? 

A It's true. 

Q And the exhibits attached to that 

declaration were selected by you? 

MR. HERTZBERG: There is nothing attached to the 

declaration. Let the record be clear. 

THE DEPONENT: I have looked over all the 

exhibits. I have not checked them against the exhibit 
numbers in the declaration itself, but they appear to 
be documents which I had and did attach to the 
declaration as exhibits, and they appear to be 
complete. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Was there a band around 

it at the time it was handed to you, Mr. Armstrong? 

A Yes . 

Q And you have looked at all of those 
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materials? 


A Yes. 

MS. PLEVIN: We will mark that as 

Plaintiff's 6 . 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 6 was marked 

for identification by the deposition 

officer and is attached hereto.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Let's go back to what we 

were doing before we got into the declarations. Before 
the lunch break I had asked you, Mr. Armstrong, whether 
among the archive documents of L. Ron Hubbard you saw 
any documents relating to his military career? do you 
recall that? 

A Yes. 

Q And your answer was yes? 

A Yes . 

Q Did some of those documents relate to 

Mr. Hubbard's claims to disabilities incurred while in 
the service? 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. 

MS. PLEVIN: I am handing you a set of 
documents, and to the best of your ability I would like 
you to please identify each one which, to the best of 
your recollection, were archive documents of L. Ron 
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Hubbard. 


MR. HELLER: I object on relevance. These 

documents don't even remotely relate to plaintiff's 
claim or the allegation in plaintiff's claim. 

Furthermore, I make the following 
statement: I am not associated or attorney of record 

with the suit dealing with Mr. Armstrong wherein I 
understand there is a seal; so I don't know whether 
these documents are sealed or not sealed. 

Miss Plevin, you are attorney of record, 
as I understand it, so you would know whether they are 
sealed or not. If they are sealed, that's just another 
subterfuge you are using in this deposition for 
unsealed such documents, and I am not sure if they are 
sealed or not. 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Heller, the status of the 

documents in the Armstrong matter are that the files 
were unsealed by Judge Geernaert pursuant to Bent 
Corydon's motion with several exceptions which are not 
going to be involved in any matters that we cover 
here. 

Subsequently there was a writ, and 
pursuant to that writ the court of appeals issued an 
interim order which kept the file unsealed for use by 
Bent Corydon and his counsel and for use in his 
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litigation. Otherwise, the file in the CSC vs. 
Armstrong case at the present time do remain sealed to 
the general public, and that is the status. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Without accepting that total 

characterization of yours as to the status of the court 
orders that apply here, that also the underlying 
unsealing, even for the limited purpose of 

Mr. Corydon's access, is under appeal -- as Miss Plevin 
surely knows — and were agreed to by the court and not 
argued and not decided. 

MS. PLEVIN: True. 

MR. HELLER: I will further guarantee you that 

the intent of that order — which I have not seen and 
I have not been involved with — has been to allow you 
to look at it, not to plaster it over a public record 
such as a deposition where the relevance of those 
documents are, to say the least, at great issue; and 
you should know this better than anybody being attorney 
of record on that case. 

So that now what we have done, we have 
gone into a smear campaign; now we are unsealing 
documents that aren't supposed to be unsealed. 

This is an extremely relevant deposition, 
and I am making a record. Miss Plevin; and you can 
imagine why. 
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MS. PLEVIN: 


Is that a threat, Mr. Heller? 


MR. HELLER: It's not a threat. It's a promise. 

THE DEPONENT: So it is an extremely relevant 

deposition? Thank God for that. 

MR. HELLER: This is what I said to the court 

was going to happen before the deposition took place, 
and it's worse than even I perceived. 

While Mr. Armstrong is reviewing this, 
would you be willing to make a proffer of the relevance 
of these documents which I haven't seen, but I 
understand from your representation are Mr. Hubbard's 
World War II naval records? That's a question directed 
to you. Miss Plevin. 

MS. PLEVIN: One of the bases for that is the 

document production from your co-defendant. 

Actually, it's part of materials which 
were not specified to come specifically from any one 
of the four church entities; by which I mean RTC, CSI, 
CSC, and SMI. This all came all bunched together from 
the offices of Bowles & Moxon in response to document 
production, which was material circulated as black 
propaganda — using that term in the specific sense 
that is defined in Hubbard's dictionary -- black 
propaganda about Mr. Corydon's book. 

There are numerous allegations in the 
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material that has been sent and was widely distributed 
regarding Mr. Corydon and his book, including 
allegations that the statements in the book regarding 
Mr. Hubbard's military career were totally false and 
so on and so forth. 

MS. BARTILSON: Can you show me where this is? 

It's allegedly a libel statement. I am assuming — 

MS. PLEVIN: It's broadly relevant to a number 

of issues. 

MR. HELLER: I particularly asked it as to these 

documents since I guess -- again, I don't have the 
personal knowledge, but at least conjectura1ly these 
documents would appear to be under seal, and I am going 
to make the assumption — well, I won't make the 
assumption; I will ask the question. 

Are you willing to seal this deposition 
subject to getting a clarification of Judge Geernaert's 
or the appellate court's opinion clearly that at least 
at one point and perhaps even your definition to this 
point for some purposes sealed these documents? 

THE DEPONENT: Perhaps I can clarify. 

MS. PLEVIN: So far as I know, there is no 

current seal on these documents that Mr. Armstrong is 
looking at right now, and there are no remaining 
sealing orders. The file has been unsealed and so 
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forth. 


MS. BARTILSON: For your use in litigation. Our 

understanding of what you just said on the record was 
that that did not include public view of the documents. 

MS. PLEVIN: Miss Bartilson, really. I would 

like to know how you believe a document can be used in 
litigation but not used in deposition as the basis of 
evidence. That I think is rather -- 

MS. BARTILSON: We hadn't suggested that it not 

be used in a deposition, Toby. We simply asked you if 
you are willing to have this deposition under seal. 

MS. PLEVIN: No, I am not willing. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Now I am going to make a comment 

for the record. Regardless of your interpretation, 

Miss Plevin, of the scope of the unsealing with respect 
to Mr. Corydon and use in his case, I am requesting on 
the record that these exhibits that we have just been 
looking at which come within the purview of the 
unsealing that was made by Judge Geernaert, that those 
exhibits be maintained under seal, and that the 
testimony of this witness pertaining to those exhibits 
be maintained under seal until resolution in the 
appellate courts of the validity of Judge Geernaert's 
order as interpreted by you. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let me correct your statement. 
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THE DEPONENT: May I interject something which 

may resolve the whole thing? The majority of these 
documents come with the plaintiff's exhibit stamp, 
which comes from the Christofferson case. They were 
admitted into evidence in Christofferson. 

When they were admitted into evidence in 
Christofferson, they were, as you can see, distributed 
to various people, and they were not put under seal. 
That's where they come from. They don't relate to the 
other matter that you are talking about. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Putting this into context 

with respect to the question that was before you, 

Gerry, are you saying, then, that the majority of these 
documents were not part of the documents that were part 
of the archives? 

A No. 

Q They were not? 

A No, they were. 

Q They were, and they were admitted into 

evidence at the Christofferson case; is that what you 
are saying? 

A Correct. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Now let me make this record 

clear. When Miss Plevin said "the majority of these 
documents," she was pointing to a stack of documents 
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that are in front of Mr. Armstrong at the moment, which 
I take it are going to be marked for identification as 
Exhibit No. 7 in due course; correct? 

MS. PLEVIN: Correct. 

MR. HERTZBERG: That there are two problems with 

the incompleteness at the moment of the response to my 
request. First — 

MS. PLEVIN: I haven't responded to your 

request. Mr. Armstrong intervened. I will respond 
however, and I will respond in this way: You have made 

an assumption which is understandable but is, 
nevertheless, wrong; and that assumption is that the 
seal extends to anything that was in the Armstrong 
file. That is not correct. 

The seal extends to things which 
Mr. Corydon obtained from the Armstrong file, and any 
other interpretation of the order would make absolutely 
no sense whatsoever. Every single one of the 
declarations that Mr. Armstrong has looked at now was 
obtained separate and apart from access to the 
Armstrong court files. 

To the best of my knowledge, the window 
period when those files were not sealed — which is one 
of the reasons the sealing order at the end of the case 
did not make any sense, and so your characterization 
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that these materials, whether the ones in 
Mr. Armstrong's hands right now or any of the others 
that we have looked at so far, are subject to an order 
is incorrect. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Now let me respond. I don't 

believe the record will reflect that I characterized 
these documents in any way. I will reiterate for 
purposes of clarification what I have requested now. 

I believe the formulation I used -- and 
if I didn't, it's the one I should have used -- is that 
I am addressing any documents which have been marked 
or, for that matter, are going to be marked in 
connection with this deposition which were obtained by 
Mr. Corydon solely by virtue of Judge Geernaert's 
unsealing order. 

The validity of that unsealing order, 

Miss Plevin, is the subject of an appeal that has not 
been decided yet in the appellate courts of California. 
In other words, it has not been tested yet, but it is 
under appeal. 

And we believe that the spreading of any 
documents that fall into the category that I have 
defined would be potentially mooted if you were allowed 
to spread any documents that may fall into the category 
that I have described through the vehicle of attaching 
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them to this deposition if they are not under seal and 
if this testimony about them is not maintained under 
seal. 

I do not and have not attempted to 
precisely define which documents fall under that 
category, because I think it's virtually impossible by 
the method of which you have introduced these documents 
and because I don't have the knowledge myself 
personally that would enable me to perform that task. 

However, I will note that Mr. Armstrong 
said most or virtually all of these documents were 
obtained through the Christofferson file — 

MS. PLEVIN: We are referring to the naval 

documents in front of him. 

MR. HERTZBERG: The naval documents, which I 

assume are going to be Exhibit 7. 

— and that to me as an attorney does not 
mean that all of them were obtained from the 
Christofferson trial, since obviously the phrase that 
Mr. Armstrong used does not mean all. 

And it also does not give me any comfort 
nor does your proffer give me any comfort about 
documents that were submitted to Mr. Armstrong prior 
to the naval records which are in front of him. 

And, therefore, I am renewing my request 
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to you, Miss Plevin, that insofar as any documents that 
you either have produced up to this minute in 
connection with this deposition or that you will during 
the duration of this deposition was obtained by you or 
your client or their agents solely as a consequence of 
Judge Geernaert 1 s unsealing order, that they be 
voluntarily maintained under seal by you for the 
reasons that I have stated before, and that any such 
testimony about them be maintained under seal. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let me respond in this way and then 

move on, because this is totally wasteful. Up to this 
point, Mr. Hertzberg, absolutely none of the documents 
which have been authenticated by Mr. Armstrong were 
obtained solely by virtue of access to the files. I 
will tell you that virtually every single one of those 
documents in that file, except for orders which I have 
not yet shown to Mr. Armstrong, were available to me 
and in my possession prior to having access to those 
files. 

And, furthermore, to the extent that there 
was any concern as to which came or did not come from 
access via the unsealing order for Mr. Corydon's 
benefit, there is a protective order that these 
documents may be used in connection with Mr. Corydon's 
litigation, which is precisely what this is; but 

107 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213)655-5511 







1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2 0 

2 1 

22 

2 3 

24 

2 5 


neither Mr. Corydon nor I nor Mr. Morantz — who is 
Mr. Corydon's attorney in other matters — can freely 
disseminate them. They can be used solely in the 
context of the litigation, which is precisely what this 
i s . 

As far as I am concerned, that thoroughly 
dispenses with the issue. That protective order is in 
force until the court of appeals determines otherwise. 

MR. HELLER: That's complete nonsense, because 

by putting them unsealed in this deposition, you are 
disseminating them publically just like disseminating 
them. 

MS. PLEVIN: I am not disseminating them. I am 

using them in a deposition. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I will now respond to 

Miss Plevin's latest — 

MS. PLEVIN: Off the record. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Don't go off the record. 

MS. PLEVIN: I am not going to have 45 minutes 

of your -- 

MR. HERTZBERG: I am not going off the record. 

MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Hertzberg, you know all of what 

I have just said about what the orders do or do not 
contain. Your continuing delay and argument on the 
record is doing nothing but causing delay and is 
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totally unwarranted. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I don't agree with that, and I 

am going to now just briefly respond to the last 
comment made by counsel . Counsel's latest comment 
where she used the word "virtually," again confirms in 
my mind and raises concern of the validity of my 
concern that some one or more documents that have been 
or are going to be utilized in this deposition have 
their origin solely in the unsealing that was ordered 
by Judge Geernaert, the validity of which is under 
appeal. And that is why I feel that you should agree 
to the limited sealing that we have asked for to 
obviate the need for further proceedings in that 

sealing case. 

MS. PLEVIN: At this point, as I said before, 

Mr. Hertzberg, none of the documents which have been 
authenticated by Mr. Armstrong so far fall into that 
category whatsoever. 

The only ones that I may ask Mr. Armstrong 
to look at, and I have not yet, which were obtained 
solely by looking at the file were orders from the file 
itself; and so far those are the only things that came 
solely from the file. They are not before you; and if 
I do ask Mr. Armstrong to make them part of the record, 
we can further discuss it at that time. 
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MR. HERTZBERG: 


I accept that. We will move 


forward. My problem was that you had used the word 
"virtually" before. Now you are saying none of them, 
and if that's the case -- 

MS. PLEVIN: I thought I made that 

THE DEPONENT: When we come to those documents 

maybe -- it's hard to do it in a vacuum -- maybe we can 
take them up individually. 

MR. HELLER: Is it my understanding, Counsel, 

these are not sealed in the file? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Pointing to what's going to be 

Exhibit 7. 

MS. PLEVIN: They were not part of the court 

files at all. No exhibits were in the court files, 

Mr. Heller. All of the court exhibits used at the 
trial were returned to church parties subsequent to the 
1itigation. 

MR. HERTZBERG: You are representing that, for 

instance, the so-called naval records which are going 
to be marked as Exhibit 7 were obtained by you or your 
client completely apart from the inspection of the 
Armstrong case file that was permitted to you in 
limited fashion by Judge Geernaert; is that correct? 

MS. PLEVIN: I will state that whether or not 
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that was true, I think it is irrelevant. In fact, it 
is true. We did not obtain those from the court file. 
They are not in the court file. 


MR. 

HELLER: 

So 

they are 

not under seal. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: 

So 

far as I 

know, they are not 


under seal. 


MR. 

HELLER: 

That's 

fine. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: 

I kept 

trying to say that 


Now to move forward and so that there is 
a little bit of clarification. 

THE DEPONENT: I will be back in a moment. 

(Recess taken.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Can you identify for us, 

Mr. Armstrong, which of these came from the archive 
documents, or did they all come from the archive 
documents to the best of your recollection? I know you 
made a statement about that a few minutes ago. 

A To the best of my recollection, each of 

these documents was contained in the materials which 
were called the LRH archives. 

MS. PLEVIN: Then let's mark those as a group 7. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 7 was marked 
for identification by the deposition 
officer and is attached hereto.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: In your declaration dated 
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March 15, 1990, Mr. Armstrong, you made reference to 

a — 

MR. HELLER: That's the declaration that was 

filed in this case; am I correct? 

MS. PLEVIN: Yes. 

MR. HELLER: That's the motion that you made. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I would like to see it if we are 

going to ask questions about it. 

MS. PLEVIN: Not right now. We are not going 

to ask questions on it right now. 

Q Do you recall making a statement in your 

declaration of March 15, 1990, that in 1987 you 

received a multi-paged document of black propaganda 
regarding Mr. Corydon's book, L. Ron Hubbard, Messiah 
or Madman? 

MR. HELLER: Could I have that again. 

(Pending question read by the 

deposition officer.) 

THE DEPONENT: Yes, 1987; correct. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: I believe you attached a 

couple of pages from that document to the exhibits? 

A Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: I don't understand this. I 

don't understand the question and the answer. I don't 
know what we are talking about here. 
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THE DEPONENT: We are talking about this 

document. I received this document in 1987. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Right. 

THE DEPONENT: I attached four pages from it to 

my declaration of March 15, 1990. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Okay. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: You said "this document." 

You are referring to the one I just handed to you? 

A Correct. 

Q Is that the document that you received in 

1987? 

A Yes. I would have to check to see if I 

got the totality of it, but I believe so, yes. 

Q For the record, may I see it for a moment, 

Mr. Armstrong. This is a document the front page of 
which says, "Table of Contents." It is a 48-page 
document. 

On the table of contents it states 
"Chapter 1," and under that "Bent Corydon," page so on 
and so forth, through "Chapter 17," which is on the 
second page of the table of contents, "The History of 
L. Ron Hubbard's Philosophy." 

You did receive this in 1987? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have any idea where that came from 
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or who sent it to you? 

A To the best of my recollection — and I 

am not certain about this — it came from your client. 

Q You mean Mr. Corydon? 

A Mr. Corydon. I am not certain, but I 

think so. 

Q To the best of your recollection, was 

there a specific purpose in that transmittal? 

A This is my recollection at the time: 

During a conversation with Mr. Corydon, he described 
the document and stated that I had been mentioned in 
it a few times, and I expressed an interest in 
receiving the document; and I believe that on the heels 
of that he did, probably after some pushing, nudging, 
and prodding, send me the document. 

Q All right. 

A I am just kidding. He probably sent it 

to me. 

MS. PLEVIN: Why don't we mark that as 8. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 8 was marked 

for identification by the deposition 

officer and is attached hereto.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, did you 

ever hear of the term "shore story"? 

A Yep. 
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Q Could you tell us, please, what a shore 

story is. 

MR. HELLER: Object on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: It's a cover story, a 

fabrication. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you have occasion to 

be trained to use shore stories? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you describe the circumstances for 

us, please. 

MR. HELLER: I will object if it does not, in 

fact, relate to any of Mr. Corydon's claims or 
allegations to his complaint. 

THE DEPONENT: During my period inside the 

organization, there were a number of shore stories 
which were used for a number of purposes. The shore 
story for the Scientology operation which was going on 
on board the ship was that we were a business 
management corporation, operation in transport 
corporation limited. That's an example. 

And we were trained in giving answers, 
untruthful answers, while maintaining that cover, and 
the cover is the shore story. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Who trained you? 

A My initial training came as soon as I came 
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on board the ship by port captain's personnel. 

MR. HELLER: Having heard the answer -- 

THE DEPONENT: Then Rig 

/ 

and Peter Warren. 

MR. HELLER: Having heard the answer, interject 

and move to strike based on relevance. We are back in 
the early '70s now or mid '70s. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: When you say "we used the 

shore stories," who is the "we"? 

A Everyone on board the ship; more than 

400 people generally. 

Q And could you describe the training, 

please, for us. 

MR. HELLER: Object on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: There were documents which were 

read, studied, checked out on; that is, questions were 
asked specifically about what the document contained. 

The document contained the description of 
the shore story, what we were, and then people were 
drilled; that is, various situations were created, 
questions were asked, and they had to be able to 
spontaneously give answers to the questions which fit 
within the shore story rather than the truth of what 
we were. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Just so the record is clear when 
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this transcript is reviewed by the court, could we have 
a time period when these purported acts that the 
witness just testified to took place? 


THE DEPONENT: The shore story I'm talking about 

was in place throughout the whole of the time I was on 
board the ship, which was the beginning of '71 through 
fall of '75. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: So would it be correct to 

say that this shore story being -- what did you say, a 


management 

company? 

A 

Business management company. 

Q 

-- was used by the ship's personnel to 


people making inguiries in the various ports you were 


located at 

or stopped at? 

A 

Yes . 

Q 

Would that include official personnel of 


the ports that you stopped at? 

A Yes. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Now we are leading. I am going 

to object to the form. Now we are back into the 
leading. 


Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Who else would it include? 

MR. 

HELLER: I will object on relevance. 

Q 

BY MS. PLEVIN: Who would be told these 


shore stories? 
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A Virtually everyone within the port with 

whom we came in contact. 

Q Were there other shore stories that you 

became familiar with while you were still within the 
organization that were generally used for other 
contexts? 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Were there several? Could 

you identify them for us, please. 

A At La Quinta we had a shore story. One 

time we were the friends of Norton Carno. And at 
Gilman Hotspring we were the Scottish Highlands 
Quietude Club. 

There were shore stories within shore 
stories. There was a shore story for L. Ron Hubbard's 
control of the organization. There was a shore story 
for our ability to communicate with him. 

It was a party line. A shore story is a 
party line that's promoted. People are drilled in it; 
they become fluent in it, and it becomes the lie that 
one 1ives. 

Q When you say the "lie that one lives," you 

mean that -- strike that. 

The "we" at La Quinta, you had a shore 
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story that you were friends of a certain person? 

A Right. 

Q What actual group did that shore story 

pertain to? Who were the people of the actual group 
that that shore story pertained to? 

A I am not certain what your question is. 

At La Quinta it grew to about 150 people 
in a number of areas, geographic areas, around the 
base. 

Q La Quinta was -- 

A So each person had his own story about 

what he was doing as far as the outside is concerned. 
But the connection that brought us there and the basis 
for why is everybody there. 

Q Was what? 

A Friends of Norton Carno. It became very 

cumbersome, because it got to the point where Norton 
Carno had too many friends. 

Q What was the actual fact, to the best of 

your knowledge, of everybody's purpose in being at 
La Quinta? 

A Everybody was there under the orders, 

directions of L. Ron Hubbard to carry on his work. 

Q You said there was also a shore story with 

respect to the question of whether or not Hubbard 
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controlled everything? 

MR. HELLER: If you are going to change subjects 

slightly, I am going to interpose an objection and move 
to strike this whole line of questioning dealing with 
La Quinta. 

I didn't object as the questions were 
being asked because I didn't know if any of the answers 
might relate to the plaintiff or his complaint. It 
clearly does not, so I will object on the same 
relevance grounds I have been objecting on and move to 
strike the answers. 

THE DEPONENT: Yes. The idea that he had 

resigned from direct control of the organization in 
1966 was a shore story. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: I would like you to think 

about your observations for a moment as to why that was 
untruthful, your observations regarding LHR's conduct. 

I am not going to tell you what they are, but your 
statement that that is untruthful and the background 
to that. And give us some examples, please, as to the 
foundation for your statement that that was 
untruthful. 

MR. HELLER: I will object; it's compound. The 

question is compound; it's ambiguous; it's 
unintelligible; it's again irrelevant subject matter. 
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Q 


BY MS. PLEVIN: Do you understand the 


question? 

A Yes. 

Q Go ahead. 

A From the day I came on board, February 

1971, through the time I left the organization, it was 
apparent to me from the first thing in the morning to 
the last thing at night that the guy who controlled the 
organization, often through other people, but 
nevertheless his control, was L. Ron Hubbard. 

L. Ron Hubbard personally assigned me to 
posts, and he personally busted me. He assigned me 
twice to the RPF; and he could do it directly without 
having to go through any organizational channels at 
all. 


He approved budgets, and virtually 
anything that he ordered bought would be bought on his 
order. 

Q Did you observe him approving budgets? 

A I had budgets approved by him. I had 

financial CSW's approved by him. 

Q And at the time you had such financial 

CSW's -- Can we assume for the record that means 
completed staff work? 

A Completed staff work. It's really a 
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petition to have something done. 

Q At the time that Mr. Hubbard approved 

CSW's that you prepared for budgets, were you 
associated with or part of -- well, what organization 
were you part of at that time? 

A Beginning on a ship I was part of the flag 

ship organization,. 

Q Did you prepare CSW's for budgets in that 

capacity? 

A Uh-huh. 

And I believe you will even find orders 
of the day from that period which indicate his command 
on a daily basis, and it will also include his comments 
or approval of FP's, financial planning budgets. 

Q Did you have occasion to observe his 

approval of financial budgets for organizations off the 
ship, land-based ones? 

A Right now I can't recall specifically 

seeing an approved budget. But again, not another 
organization, not during that period. 

At La Quinta and Gilman, movie budgets. 

Q Do you know what -- 

A And I never saw the specific approval of 

other land-based under org finances, but it was my 
understanding throughout that period from the 
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observation of his orders, from policies, from 
everything that I observed, that that was the way it 
was . 

Q When you say "movie budgets," are you 

referring to movies that were filmed out at Gilman 
Hotsprings? 

A Right; La Quinta. 

Q Do you know if the movies were nominally 

stated to be the project of any particular Scientology 
corporation? 

MR. HELLER: Objection on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: At that time -- What was the 

question again? 

I asked that because there were, following 
the move to Gilman, there were other corporations set 
up, other organizations within the organization which 
had the specific duty of making movies; but in the 
beginning it was all just lumped together. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Did you observe him 

approving any movie budgets after the move to Gilman? 

A Other budgets but not -- 

Q What other budgets? 

MR. HELLER: Object on relevance. 

THE DEPONENT: Decorating budgets, my budgets. 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: You didn't see him approve 
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any budgets for CSI, CSC? 

MR. HERTZBERG: Asked and answered. 

THE DEPONENT: No. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let's take a brief break. 

(Recess taken.) 

MS. PLEVIN: At the suggestion of the witness, 

I am going to try to find a discreet group of material 
in areas of questioning and get through whatever that 
happens to be and call it quits, because the lack of 
air-conditioning in here is wearing on everyone and 
making it difficult to proceed. 

And Mr. Heller has offered the use of his 
conference room tomorrow, since it doesn't appear that 
the air-conditioning problem is going to be repaired 
for us to reconvene here tomorrow. 

Do you have copies of Gerry's March 15 

declaration? 


MR. HERTZBERG: I don't personally have one. 

MR. HELLER: I may have one with me. Yes, I 

do. 


(Discussion held off the record.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: Mr. Armstrong, you are 

putting certain documents in order or doing something 
with them? 


A Hoping to, yes. Okay; go ahead. 
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Q Is that a convenient stopping point for 

you so we can go on to something else? 

A Yes . 

Q We are going to go on to some other 

documents. 

A Okay. 

Q I am showing you a document which we will 

mark as 9, assuming that you authenticate it. Is that 
an affidavit that you prepared, Mr. Armstrong? 

A Yes. 

Q Is that a declaration that you filed in 

this case? 

A Yes. I prepared it and signed it 

March 15th, 1990. 

Q Have you had a chance to look it over? 

A Yep. 

MS. PLEVIN: Let's mark that as 9. 

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 9 was marked 

for identification by the deposition 

officer and is attached hereto.) 

Q BY MS. PLEVIN: If you would refer, 

please, to -- 

MR. HELLER: Do you want to take a break? You 

are not feeling well? 

MS. PLEVIN: Yes. Give me five minutes. 
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(Recess taken.) 

MS. PLEVIN: After attempting to get this going 

again, I found that I can't continue because of the 
heat; and I conferred with counsel, who agree that it 
doesn't make sense to continue under these 
circumstances. 

MR. HERTZBERG: Certainly if you can't continue 

it doesn't make sense. 


MR . 

HELLER: 

It 1 

1 s warm in here, 

very warm. 

MS . 

PLEVIN: 

So 

it's foolish to 

waste time 


trying to keep our heads cool and going forward; so, 
we will convene tomorrow morning at 10:00 o'clock at 
Mr. Heller's offices. 

(The deposition was adjourned at 3:20 p.m.) 

-oOo- 
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DEPONENT'S DECLARATION 

I, GERALD ARMSTRONG, hereby declare: 

I have read the foregoing deposition transcript 
and identify it as my own and approve same. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the 
foregoing is true and correct. 
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DEPONENT'S DECLARATION 


I, GERALD ARMSTRONG, hereby declare: 

I have read the foregoing deposition transcript 
and identify it as my own and approve same. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the 
foregoing is true and correct. 



(Signature of Deponent) 


/<t?o 


Dart e) 




(City) 


(State) 


127 


WESTSIDE DEPOSITION SERVICE, INC. (213)655-5511 





















I 

I 

; 

Iiji 

I 

k 












1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

22 

2 3 

24 

2 5 


DEPONENT'S DECLARATION 

I, GERALD ARMSTRONG, hereby declare: 

I have read the foregoing deposition transcript 
and identify it as my own and approve same. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the 
foregoing is true and correct. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


) 

) 

) 


s s . 


COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

I, Patricia Ayers, Certified Shorthand Reporter, 
Certificate No. 7164, hereby certify: 

I am the deposition officer that 
stenographically recorded the testimony in the 
foregoing deposition; 

Prior to being examined, the deponent was by me 
first duly sworn; 

The foregoing transcript is a true record of 
the testimony given. 

I was relieved of my duty pursuant to Code of 
Civil Procedure, Section 2025(q)(l), and therefore any 
changes made by the witness or whether or not the 
witness signed the transcript are not set forth. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed 


my name this 8th day of June, 1990, Los Angeles 


California 
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